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Current Topics. 


Patents and Trade-Marks and the War. 

WE PRINT elsewhere a Board of Trade licence for the pay- 
ment offfees on patents and trade-marks which replaces that 
dated 23rd September (58 Soticitors’ JOURNAL, p. 853). The 
former licence extended to persons resident or carrying on busi- 
ness in the United Kindom, and it authorized (1) the payment 
of fees in connection with patents, designs, and trade-marks in an 
enemy country, and (2) the payment of such fees on behalf of an 
enemy in the United Kington But by the Trading with the 
Enemy Proclamation of 8th Oétober (58 SoLicitors’ JOURNAL, 
p. 881) provision was made for the granting of such licences for 
the Colonies by the Colonial authorities. Accordingly the 
Board of Trade licence has been revised so as to be applicable 
only to the United Kingdom; that is, persons resident or 
carrying on business in the United Kingdém may pay fees in an 
enemy country, and they may pay fees on behalf of an enemy in 
the United; Kingdom. The policy of the Poard of Trade 
obviously is;to allow the war to interfere as little as possible 
with patents bere or in an enemy country, whoever are the owners. 


The NewfExports and Imports Notice. 

PERHAPS THE most important provision in the Trading with 
the Enemy Proclamation No. 2 (58 SoLicitors’ JOURNAL, p. 
827) is clause 5 (7), which probibits the supplying of goods tu, 
or obtaining goods from, an enemy country, whether directly or 
| indirectly, and, in order to make this effectual, the Commissioners 
| of Custome and Excise were empowered, as stated in a Board of 
Trade Notice of 9th October (58 Sotictrors’ JOURNAL, p. 883), 
| to require the origin or destination of goods brought to or 
| despatched from this country to be proved by certificate of origin 
| of imports, or statutory declaration as to destination of exports. 
| A new notice has now been issued, and will be found printed 
elsewhere, which modifies and in some respects extends the 
former. The former applied only to “ ports” in sc or on 
| the Mediterranean or Black Seas, with the exception of Russia, 
France, Spain and Portugal. The new one 
“places” for “ports,” and clause 4, which 

4 





Belgium, 
substitutes 





§2 


contains exemptions from the requirement of certificates | 
of origin, bas been extensively modified. All foodstuffs 
remain exempt, and the exemption bas been extended to 
timber, wood pulp, iron ore, granite, and certain other sub- 
stances ; and generally to all imports from places other than those 
in Norway, Sweden, Denmark, Holland, Switzerland aud Italy ; 
but the former limit of £100 for exemption of any individual 
consignment has been reduced to £25. The effect appears to be 
to strengthen the official requirements as regards exports ; the 
statutory declaration must exclude as well any place as any port 
which may assist an enemy ; and to make tome useful relaxations 
as to certificates of origin of imports, while placing the northern 
neutrals, and Switzerland and Italy—those which are, in effect, 
contiguous to the enemy countries--in a somewhat worse 


peaition than the rest of Europe. 


The American Bar Association, 


WE HOPE that we may never be accused of a want of respect 
for the transactions of the Bar Council, but we have occasionally 
thought some of the questions discussed before it, those for 
example relating to special retainers and consultations, were not 
of wide general interest. But we think that it will be generally. 
admitted that the business which has recently occupied the 
American Bar Association at Washington is of the utmost 
importance. The matter in debate was the admission of negroes, 
and generally the admission of women as members of the 
association. A discussion which was lively and well sustained 
was terminated by a compromise, and a resolution adopted 
rescinding one passed in 1913 (which was aimed at the exclu- 
sion of negroes from the association), and declaring that every 
application for membership should state the race and sex of the 
candidate, and such other facts as the exeeutive committee should 
require. How far this resolution is evidence of a decline in the 


American prejudice — the coloured population it is not 


easy to affirm. The Inns of Court have never, as is well-known, 
created any racial barrier to the admission of students to the 
bar, but every movement for the admission of women has been 
strenuously resisted, and is unlikely for the present, at any rate, 
to be attended with success, 


The Increase in Licence Duties on Free Houses. 
Tue Court of Appeal in Podega Co, v. Read (reported else- 
where) have not seen their way to reverse the decision of 
Warrinoton, J. (1914, 2 Ch. 283), that in section 2 of the 
Finance Act, 1912, the word “ grantor” must be taken literally, 
and cannot be extended to include the owner of the reversion 
for the time being. The section, it will be remembered, is in- 
tended to je: to lessees of free houses relief against the increase 
in licence duties under the Finance Act, 1910, corresponding to 
that given to lessees of tied houses by section 46 of the Act last 
mentioned, and it has been the subject of much discussion and 
not a few decisions; see, for instance, Watney, Combe, Reid 
& Co. v. Berners (58 Soicrrors’ JourNAL, 583 ; 1914, 3 K. B. 
288). The scheme is to allow the lessee to deduct from his 
rent a certain proportion of the increase in the duty, and of 
course, in order that the scheme shall work, it is essential that 
the deduction should be mace by the holder of the lease for 
the time being as against the owner of the reversion for the time 
being. But the section uses the terms “ lessee ” and “grantor ” of 
lease only, without extending them to assigns. As regards the 
lessee, the necessary extension seems to be given by the gencral 
framework of the section, and it has been held that the term 
covers assigns (per Judge Sgire, in Norris v. Leck, see 57 
SouiciTors’ JOURNAL, p. 333); and possibly “lessor,” if that term 
had been used, would have been capable of the same extension. 
But WARRINGTON, J., refused to treat “grantor” as meaning 
any other person than the original grantor of the lease—“ the 
man ig ae his hand and seal to the document in question,” 
and the Court of Appeal have affirmed him. We admit that 
the word is difficult to grapple with, but the construction adopted 
leads to absurd cisiieains, and the Court of Appeal might 
perhaps have construed the word so as to avoid this and carry 
out the scheme of the Legislature. WarrinaTon, J., pointed 
out that even the extended construction would lead to difficulty, 
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This may be so, but to secure sense at all “grantor” must 
include the reversion for the time being. The section as it 
stands has done nothing but cause trouble. 


Espionage and War Treason. 


WE REFERRED last week to the case of CanL Hans Lopy, 
and pointed out the statutory authority under which, as we 
conceived, the court-martial was held, and the limit of the 
statutory penalty—namely, penal servitude for life. These 
matters seemed to be an obvious deduction from the Defence of 
the Realm Act and Regulations under which Lopy was arrested. 
But the court had already passed the sentence of death, and this 
had been confirmed and carried out. The sentence and execution 
were not made public till some days later. Of course, we are 
aware that the Home Office in their recent notice as to espionage 
say that it can be tried either under the statute or outside the 
statute. “The present _— is that espionage has been made 
by statute a military offence triable by court-martial. If tried 
under the Defence of the Realm Act the maximum punishment 
is penal servitude for life ; but if dealt with outside that Act as 
a war crime, the punishment of death can be inflicted.” We are 
not aware of the authority for the latter statement, and, at 
present, we see no reason to revise what we said last week. 
“ War crime ” is a new phrase, and however appropyiate it may 
be for conduct committed on the actual field of military operations, 
it seems to us inappropriate where civil courts are sitting and 
no Proclamation of martial law has been made. The 
Defence of the Realm Act and Regulations have conferred on 
courts-martial the cognizance of certain offences even though 
civil courts are sitting, and to that extent have varied the 
ordinary law, but the power of the court-martial springs from, 
and is limited by the statute. We may, of course, be mistaken, 
and unless such a case as Lopy’s is to be repeated discussion 
of the matter is useless. But we cannot avoid thinking that if the 
Legislature had intended to gre courts-martial. power to inflict 
the death sentence, this would have been sooubial tar the Defence 
of the Realm Act. We quite admit that espionage and war trea- 
son incur by military law the capital penalty, notwithstanding 
that they are regarded by each belligerent as perfectly legitimate. 
Like theft at a they are onl po weal when found out. 
According to Mr. Bonak Law—who, however, agrees with the 
shooting—Lopy was a patriot who died for his country. We 
venture to suggest that the Legislature, whether rightly or 
wrongly—as to which we express no opinion—has quite 
definitely prescribed a milder penalty. 


The Destruction of “The Emden.” 


THE NEWS of the destruction of the German armed cruiser, 
The Emden, has been received with a feeling of relief propor- 
tionate to the damage she has done—the destruction of some 
twenty merchant vessels, amounting in value, we believe, to over 
two million pounds. We are quite ready to join in the general 
admiration for the conduct of her commander ; in courtesy and 
humanity he has, like other German naval officers, shewn him- 
self in marked contrast to the German army officers, and his 
cunning in the use of various disguises until the moment of 
attack appears to have been not opposed to the recognized 
practices of naval warfare. An interesting discussion of this 
point wiil be found in Prof. OpPENHEIM’s International Law (Vol. 
iL, p. 262). But we do not care to follow the lead of the 7imes, 
which suggests that if he came to London he would be a popular 
hero. His destruction of enemy prizes constituted a long series 
of acts which, according to British law, were unlawful, and, 
therefore, we suppose, were “war crimes.” Of course, this is 
not so according to German law, or, for that matter, the law of 
other nations (Oppenheim, vol. 2, p. 243; 58 Soxicrrors’ 
JOURNAL, p. 878). The general rule is, if you cannot conveni- 
ently take your prize into port, sink her; and this is justified 
on the ground of lack of ports. “The prizes,” says BERNHARDI 
(Germany and the Next War, p. 157), “which fall into 
our a nan ag es destroyed, since it will 
usually be impossible, owing to t English superiority and 
the few bases we have alread, to. baling them back in calety 


without exposing our vessels to great risks.” The commander 
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of The Emden has consistently acted on this principle, though, 
fortunately, he has with equal consistency taken panama te 
the protection of human life. But according to British practice 
the captor must, save in very exceptional circumstances, send 
his prize into port fcr adjudication. The Declaration of London 
does not attempt to reconcile this divergency of practice as 
regards enemy prizes, though it contains regulations (Arts. 
48-54) as to the destruction of neutral prizes. We should be 
sorry for it to be thought that Great Britain condones the 
wanton destruct‘on of property of which The Haden was guilty, 
however meritorious it may have been in German eyes. 

Alien Enemy Claimants in the Prize Court. 

It APPEARS from the judgment of Sir Samugt Evans, P., in 
The Moewe (Times, 10th inat.) that he is not prepared to push so 
far as he intimated in The Marie Glaeser (ante, p. 8) the rule that 
an alien enemy, bas mosright to appear in the Prize Court. In 
that case he adopted Lord Stowe t's dictum in The Hoop (1 Ch. 
Rob. 196), that an alien enemy is “ totally ez lege,” unless under 
the particular circumstances of the case he can put off the enemy 
character. We need not refer again to the view we have taken 
of Lord STOWELL’s dictum, but it so happened that the King’s 
Bench Division at once shewed itself in sharp contrast to the 
Prize Court. “To allow an action against an alien enemy to 
proceed, and to refuse to allow him to appear and defend him- 
self, would be opposed to the fundamental principle of justice.” 
Now, whatever be the form of procedure in the Prize Court, an 
enemy owner of a vessel which has been captured is in effect a 
defendant, and a refusal to allow him to be heard is struck by 
the very clear intimation contained in the passage just quoted 
from the decision of BAILUACHE, J., in Robinson & Co. v. Continental 
Insurance Co. of Mannheim (ante, p. 7). This, of course, was 
an impossible position, especially when German procedure recog- 
nizes no disability in alien enemies either as plaintiffs or 
defendants. The rule in The Hoop is also inconsistent 
with American practice, which in numerous modern 
cases has allowed the enemy claimant to appear without 
objection. Under the circumstances, it might have 
been expected that the Prize Court would withdraw altogether 
from the position at first taken up, but the President has not, 
we gather, gone to this length. .In the case before him the 
— was whether the vessel was captured in port or at sea. 

fin port, she was within article 2 of Convention VI. of the 
Hague Conference of 1897 to which Germany acceded ; if at sea, 
then within article 3 to which Germany did not accede, and by 
which, therefore, Great Britain is not bound. The learned Presi- 
dent held that, in a case where the enemy claimant contended 
that he was entitled to the benefit of the Hague Convention, he 
might appear and be heard. This is as far as he purported to 
relax the practice. Obviously, however, the matter cannot 
stop there. Whenever the enemy owner has any ground to 
resist condemnation of the ship he must equally be permitted to 
appear, and support his contention. The ratio decidendi quite 
clearly covers every such case, and in effect the dictum in The 
Hoop is now as little law in the Prize Court as anywhere else. 
It may be noticed that the Lord Chief Justice in his speech at 
the Guildhall last Monday very pointedly adopted the 
broad view for which we have contended by stating that the 
courts would do justice to litigants to whatever country they 
might belong. This in terms beyond the case of enemy 
defendants and includes plaintife. 


. ~ Sear eaeceotaeet Liquor (Temporary Restriction) 
ct. 


WE bo not know whether the emergency legislation of the 
present session will include any further measure of licensing 
restriction, but it may be useful to call attention to the terms 
of the Intoxicating Liquor (Temporary Restriction) Act, 1914, 
which was passed on 31st August, and to some of the 
notable expressions of opinion since. The statute placed the 
initiative on the police. “The licensing justices for any 
licensing district may, if they think fit, upon the recommenda- 
tion of the chief officer of police that it is desirable for the 
maintenance of order or the suppression of drunkenness in any 
area,” suspend the sale or supply of intoxicating liquor in 

premises or registered clubs for such houre as may be 








specified in the order. Thus, not only are the justices prevented 
from acting except on the recommendation of the police, but the 
lice can only recommend restriction on the ground of appre- 
ended disorder or increase of drunkenness. This quite igneres 
the fact that the magistrates, either of their own knowledge or 
on the information of others than the police, may be well aware 
of the baneful effect of public houses on social life at the present 
time, and may wish to restrict the opportunities for resorting to 
them. ‘There is also power under the Defence of the Realm 
Regulations, Part I, clause 7 (58 SoLicirors’ JOURNAL, p. 837) 
for the naval or military authorities to require licensed 
premises in certain areas to be closed except during specified 
hours, but here again the licensing justices have no free hand. 


The Question of Further Restriction. 
IN THE circular issued by the Home Oifiee to clerks of justices 
last September it was said :-— 

The powers [of the Intoxicating Liquor (Temporary Restric- 
tion) Act] are intended not for immediate or universal use, but 
for the purpose of meeting the special conditions which may 
prevail in any locality from time to time during the war ; and 
in exercising them due regard should be had, on the one hand, 
to the undesirability of imposing unnecessary restrictions on 
any particular class of persons or traders, and on the other to 
the importance of minimising the dangers likely to arise from 
the consumption of intoxicating liquor in any special stress of 
circumstances, particularly in districts where any considerable 
number of troops is congregated. 

But to judge from communications to the press, these remarks 
by no means cover the special reasons for restriction at the 
present time, and there has, it seems, been a great spread of in- 
temperance among women. We~may refer to the letters of the 
Bishop of Croydon (7imes, 22nd Oct.), the Bishop of Chichester 
(Times, 10th inst.), and Mr. BRAMWELL Bootu (Tunes, 11th inst.); 
to Lord Roperts’ letter (7imes, 8th inst.), which, though not 
aimed at the restriction of hours, was a strong plea against 
tempting soldiers to drink ; and to the deputation from numerous 
Women’s Associations which waited on the Home Secretary on 
Monday to press for further restriction of hours without the dis- 
crimination which has been suggested between men and women. 
It appears from Mr. McKenna’s reply, that a new circular has been 
issued by the Home Office (see Morning Post of the 10th inst.), in- 
viting consideration of the question of restriction in the interest of 
other classesthan soldiers ; but we gatherthat the recenttemporary 
measure was not passed through Parliament without difficulty, and 
that the possibility of any extension is slight. Of course it is diffi- 
cult to deal with the matter without embarking on the general 
question of prohibition, and any substantial diminution in the busi- 
ness of public houses, however desirable, would at once call for con- 
sideration of the heavy taxation to which they are subject. With us 

ublic houses have not yet béwn made a Government monopoly, to 
be closed, as in Russia, by the will of a benevolent despot. Still 


we imagine that the country would revolt against the emg 


of the increased allowances for soldicrs’ families finding their 
way to the public house, and, if nothing else can be done, at 
least the justices in each district might he allowed a free hand 
to deal with the evil as local circumstances suggest, 


Bombs from Aircraft. 

WE CALLED attention a month ago (58 SoLicitors’ JoURNAL, 
859) toSir THomas Barctay’s article in the October number of 
the Nineteenth Century on the misuse by the Germans of floating 
mines. In the November number he has an equally pertinent 
article on the misuse of aircraft bombs. Convention XIV. of 
the Hague Convention of 1907 forbade altogether the throwing 
of — and explosives from aircraft; but this, though 
strongly supported by Great Britain, was rejected by Franee, 
Germany, Austria-Hungary and Russia. Hence, the matter is 
left to the regulations as to bombardment contained in Conven- 
tion IV. (Laws and Customs of War on Land), and to the 
sere desire, as stated in the preamble to that Convention, to 

iminish the evils of war so far as military necessities permit. 
The gist of the rules as to bombardment is (1) that the bombard- 
ment of undefended towns and villages is absolutely aeopaneene 
and (2) that before bombardment of a defended place, notice 
must be given (Articles 25, 26); but Sir Tomas BaRoLay 
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points out that, “even in the case of defended places, the ‘laws 
of humanity’ and ‘the requirements of the public con- 
science’”—terms used in the preamble—“ govern the case.” 
In particular, bombs may not be dropped where there 
is no obvious military gain or necessity to justify the prob- 
able destruction of life and property. And he sums up 
the points which may be treated as clear by observing that 
bombs may be used (1) to destroy means of communication, and 


(2) war material, and (3) to destroy or disable the enemy forces ; | 


but (4) “isolated bombs which have no relation tothe object of 
hostilities, and destroy life among the non-military enemy popula- 
tion, or enemy private property, are absolutely forbidden.” He 
supports this by a reference to Article 23 of the War on Land 
Regulations which by clause (7) forbids the destruction of 
enemy's property, unless imperatively demanded by the necessi- 
ties of war. If we compare these principles with German 
practice, we see at once how that belligerent has failed 
to enforce the dictates of humanity which its delegates 
at the Hague Conference of 1907 said were better 
than exact rules. ‘The case which at once comes to mind is the 
killing of a Parisian lawyer and the serious maiming of a little girl 
by a bomb dropped on Paris from a German aeroplane on 
27th September; but Sir Tuomas BarcLay collects other 
atrocities equally wanton and from a military point of view 
futile, though not in all cases actually destructive. London 
streets are still dark at night with a view to averting similar 
outrage, with what justification as a matter of practical utility 
we do not pretend to know ; but we need not elaborate the above 
principles—or want of principle—as regards our own large 
towns. “It is to be hoped,” Sir Tuomas observes, “ that 
German public opinion will be wiser and more humane than the 
German military authorities, and condemn inhuman and brutally 
useless methods of carrying on warfare which are rousing the 
whole civilized world against the German people.” No doubt 
this will be so when the German people know and realize. 





Patents and Trade-Marks Belonging 
to Alien Enemies. 


By Joun Cutter, K.C. 
If. 

Wirt regard to Trade-Marks, the Board of Trade may avoid 
or suspend the registration, but it is not empowered to grant 
licences. An applicant bas to produce evidence (oral or by way 
of Statutory Declaration) to satisfy the Board in respect of the 
matters mentioned in (a), (b) and (c) of the Trade-Marks Rules 
(ante, p. 39) and to prove that he is not himself an alien enemy. 
The application having been made, the subsequent procedure is 
the same as in the case of Patents. If the applicant obtains an 
order avoiding or suspending the registration, he cannot be sued 
ior infringement of the Trade-Mark, but, of course, he cannot 
sue anyone else for infringement. We do not anticipate that the 
Board will make an order for avoiding the registration of a Trade- 
Mark (except under very exceptional circumstances) ; what they 
willdo is to order the suspension of the registration, either 
generally or in favour of the applicant, and this last course is 
one which they probably will take, and have, in fact, already 
taken. A Trade-Mark appearing upon goods denotes that they 
are the goods of the proprietor of the mark; and purchasers 
generally buy on the assumption that they are getting goods of 
a particular manufacturer or selector. It might well be, there- 
fore, that if anyone else is simply authorized to use a Trade- 
Mark the public might be misled. The Board of Trade on 
ordering the suspension of a Trade-Mark can impose such terms 
and conditious as they think fit, and they will, we anticipate, 
impose such terms and conditions on the use of the Trade-Mark 
by an applicant as will prevent any misleading of the public, i.¢., 
that the applicant shall state on his labels, or otherwise on 
his goods, that the goods are of his manufacture or merchandise, 
so as to shew that they are not goods of the manufacture or 
merchandise of the registered proprietor of the mark. 


We anticipate that a Trade-Mark will not be suspended in 
favour of an applicant merely because it will be advantageous to 
him to use it, as in the case of a pictorial device ; but where the 
Trade-Mark is one which is used as the name of, or gives a name 
to, the goods on which it is used on the market, then a person 
who wishes to sell these goods may very well wish to use the 
name, and it would be obviously right to put him in the position 
|of being entitled to use the Trade-Mark ; and if he makes an 
application we anticipate that an order would be made in his 
favour, subject to such terms and conditions as above referred 
to. There have, we understand, been between 80 and 100 
applications made in respect of Trade-Marks of which a 
substantial number have been abandoned, a few have been 
refused or ordered to stand over, others are still under considera- 
tion, and in one case, relating to corsets, an order was made 
suspending until further order the registration in favour of the 
applicant. 

teverting to Patents, there have, we understand, been close 
upon 200 applications made, of which a large number, about 30, 
have been withdrawn, two or three have been refused, and the 
rest are still under consideration ; subject to this, that in a few 
cases it has already been decided to grant licences, and in one 
case an order was made suspending the Patent, so tar as regards 
and in favoar of the applicant, unless and until the Board shall 
otherwise order, with a proviso that the Board of Trade may at 
any time at their absolute discretion revoke the stpension. 
This is a course which we anticipate will be largely adopted. If 
a Patent is suspended in favour of an applicant simpliciter, it 
gives him a free hand, but we think it probable that an order 
for suspension will generally be coupled with a licence; in 
which case the applicant will only be able to use the Patent in 
manner provided by the licence. 

As stated above, the Board of Trade have decided in a few 
cases to grant licences, but, we understand, the terms and 
conditions upon which such licences are to be granted are still 
under consideration. In ordinary cases when a licence is 
granted, the terms and conditions generally are, that the 
licensee is to pay royalties, to keep accounts, to allow inspec- 
tion of the accounts and in some cases also of the business premises 
of the licensee, and not to assign the licence, or grant sub- 
licences, without consent. The licensee is generally bound to com- 
municate to the licensor any improvement in or addition to the 
patented invention, or the mode of applying the same, which he 
discovers ; and frequently there is a similar covenant on the part 
of the licensor. As to a licence under the Acts, it is an 
| interesting question whether royalties will be charged. If they 
| are, they cannot be made immediately payable to the patentee, 
because he is an alien enemy ; they might be made payabie to a 
mortgagee of the Patent, if not an alien enemy ; otherwise they 
might be made payable to the Board of Trade or the Treasury, 
but in ‘that case what is the Board of Trade or the Tressury 
going to do with them when received ? 

If the Board of Trade grants a licence to A. B. to use a 
patented invention on payment of certain royalties, the Board may 
subsequently crant a similar licence to C.D. In this case A.B 
ought to be protected against the licence being granted to C. D. 
on lower royalties than he bimself has to pay. Again, if 
under the Acts a licence is granted to A. B. on payment 
of royalties, and snbsequently others begin to infringe the 
Patent, they would do this, of course, at their own risk; but 
| they could not during the continuance of the war be stopped from 
| infringing, and it seems hardly fair on A. B., in that state of 

things, that he should continue to be liable to pay royalties. In 
| short, it seems to us that there are various knotty questions to be 
| solved as to the terms and conditions upon which a licence should 
be granted under the Acts, and we cannot usefully deal 
further with this matter until we know the line which the Board 
of Trade determine to take. 

Is will not, we anticipate, be the policy of the Board of Trade 
| to exercise the powers given to them by the Acts in the direc- 
| tion of absolutely confiscating Patents and Trade-Marks belonging 
| to alien enemies; but, subject to being dealt with under the 
Acts so far as the interests of the public or the trade require, 
they will probably be preserved, so that the rights thereunder will 
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revert to their present owners on the termination of the war. 
This is equitable; but should it be found that Germany, for 
example, ins to confiscate Patents or Trade-Marks belonging 
to British subjects, then the above-mentioned policy will, it seems 
to us, require modification in the direction of reciproeity. 

Before parting with the subject it may be remarked that, 
under the present rules, the Board of Trade can only make an 
order of the nature above referred to if set in motion by an appli- 
cant ; but they would be within their powers under the Acts 
if they made further Rules enabling them proprio motu to avoid or 
suspend Patents, or the registration of Designs or Trade-Marks. 
Although, however, they can do this, it is not likely that they 
will do so, at all events, at present. 





Emergency Legislation of Germany. 


By Cuartes Henry Hvupericn, of Berlin and Hamburg, 
Counsellor-at-Law of the United States Supreme Court Bar, and 
Richard Kina, of London, Solicitor of the Supreme Court, 
England. 

ITI. 


Moratorium affecting Bills of Exchange.--Important measures, 
relating to bills of exchange, have been enacted. One of the 
most important of these is the Act of 4th August, 19]4,* 
which provides, inter alia, that whenever, by reason ot warlike 
circumstances, the punctual pe: formance of an act required to be 
done in order to preserve a right of action or of recourse, in 
respect of a bill of exchange or cheque, is prevented by vis 
major (hoehere Gewalt) the time is extended until such dis- 
ability is removed, and in all cases until the elapsing of two 
weeks{ after the disubility ceases. Such vis major exists 
where the place, where the act is to be performed, is in the 
possession of the enemy (except in cases where by exercise of 
ordinary diligence the act may none the less be performed) ; and 
also where the usual postal connections are interrupted to such 
extent that a regular postal service no longer exists (section 1). 
The provisions apply where the act required to be done is 


‘ prevented by some rule of lawin force in a foreign countryt 


¢.g.,a% moratorium. By Ordinance, the entire Empire or certain 
parts, or the Colonies thereof, may be declared to be in this 
condition (section 2), and from time to time special Procla- 
mations in respect of certain portions of the Empire have been 
issued. 

The time for doing the acts necessary to preserve a right of 
action against a party toa bill of exchange or cheque, where 
this had not elapsed on 3lst July, 1914, was extended 
thirty dayss. 

Bills drawn in a foreign country prior to 3lst July, 1914, and 
payable within the German Empire after the said date are extended 
three months. Nonew stamp duties are payable|/. From the 
original maturity of the bill to the time when due under the 
moratorium, interest at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum is 
added**. 

By Proclamation of 29th August, 1914,tt an additional 
delay of thirty days was granted in respect of bills of exchange 
or cheques payable in Alsace-Lorraine the Province of East 
Prussia, and in the following districts of the Province of West 
Pruseia : Marienburg, Elbing, Stuhm, Marienwerder, Rosenberg, 
Graudenz, Loebau, Culm, Briesen, Strassburg and Thorn. This 
period was extended a further thirty days by Proclamation of 
24th September, 1914.{{ These provisions apply to bills of 
exchange payable in Dantzig, which state the domicile of the 
drawer to be in Kast Prussia or in one of the districts of West 
Prussia named in the Proclamation of 29th August, 1914 §§ 

Under date of 27th August, 1914, twelve of the principal 
banks of Germany issued a circular letter stating that inasmuch 





* R.G.BL, 1914, p. 827. 
t As amended by Proclamation of 29th August, 1914. 

3 Proclamation of the 7th August 1914, R.G.BL, 1914, p. 361. 
§ Proclamation of the 6th August, 1914, R.G.BI., 1914, p. 357. 
i Proclamation of the 10th August, 1914, R.G.BI., 1914, p. 368. 
** Proclamation of the 12th August, 1914, R.G.B1., 1914, p. 369. 
tt R.G.BL, 1914., p. 387. 

ii B.G.BL, 1914., p. 41%. 

#8 B.G.B1,, 1914., p. 399 





as the English and French banks had refused to discount or 
collect bills on England and France bearing any German in- 
dorsement, the signatory German banks would refuse to pay, 
discount, or collect foreign bills bearing any indorsement made 
in any enemy state, unless the holder consents to deposit at such 
bank the amount due him in a separate account, such account 
not to be dealt with until after the war, and to bear four per 
cent. interest annually. The refusal extends to acceptances of 
the banks themselves. 


Special Privileges of Persons in Active Service. —The foregoing 
Acws and Ordinances are general in their application, and, 
subject to the exceptions indicated, apply to aliens, both neutrals 
and enemies. In addition to these, an Act was passed on 4th 
Angust, 1914,* conferring special rights on persons in active 
mihtary or naval service. This Act is of special importance, 
and, in view of the fact of universal military service, of far- 
reaching application. It is based on a similar Act (21st June, 
1870) passed at the beginning of the Franco-German War. 

The Act providesthat proceedingsalready instituted or thereafter 
instituted in the civil, commercial and industrial courts, shall be 
suspended where one of the parties by reason of his service, oftice, or 
profession belongs to the mobilized forces, or to the armed or naval 
forces used against the enemy, or to the garrison of a fortification, 
or is absent from the country on business connected with the 
prosesution of the war, or is in the power of the enemy as a 
prisoner of war, or as a hostage (section 2).¢ The same protec- 
tion is accorded to all natural persons, as distinguished from 
companies, not themselves capable of suing or being sued 
(minors, } wards, insane) who are legally represented by persons 
belonging to the exempted c'asses, but in these cases the court 
may appoint a special representative (section 9). 

No suspension is to take place where a personal arrest of the 
debtor has been ordered in favour of one of the parties named in 
section 2, or where the party is represented in court under a 
power of attorney or by a legal representative (section 3). But 
a representative or attorney of a privileged person may move a 
suspension of the action. 

The suspension terminates with the termination of the state of 
war, or at the instance of the privileged party, or, at the instance 
of the adverse party, one month aftor the termination of the 
facts creating the privilege (section 4). 

Execution may not issue against the movable § or immovable 
property of a person belonging to the privileged class, nor 
against the marital property rights of a husband, nor the property 
rights of a parent belonging to such class (section 5). A 
voluntary petition in bankruptcy may be filed by a person 
entitled to privilege; but involuntary petitions may not be filed, 
and pending ones may be staya| by the court until the end of 
the state of war, or until such privr date as the court may 
determine (section 6). 

Where a privileged person is a creditor in a pending bank- 
ruptey, or is an execution creditor, or is a party to partition 
proceedings, the proceedings are not affected, but certain rights 
of re-opening the proceedings are reserved in his favour (sec- 
tion 7.) 

Limitation does not run during the periods (section 8). The 
Act ceases to be operative at the end of the state of war. The 
exact date is determined by Proclamation (section 11), and need 
not be the same as the date of demobilization or of the conclu- 
sion of peace (section 12). 

In the next article we shall state the German Prize Law. 

(To be concluded.) 


* R.G.BL, 1914, p. 328. 

t Not all persons in the service are necessarily within the exemption, ¢g., persovs 
merely engaged in garrison or military police duties, The exemption may exist in 
favour of females (e.g. nurses) and aliens (¢.g., an alien serving in the army or engaged 
in the purchase of army supplies in a foreign country), 

t In certain cases minor children would be re; resented by the mother (( ivil Code, 
section 1685) and no disability would exist. Exceptions may also arise under Civil Code, 
sections 112,113. Cf. Sieskind, Prozessrechtlicher Schuts der Kriegazeit. 

§ Except money. ‘This may be turned over to the execution creditor, Perishable 
articles are to be sold, and the proceeds deposited or paid to the creditor. 


Roya Excuance Assurance.—At a court held on Wednesday, Edwyn 
me 


Frederick Barclay, Esq., and Captain Sir H. Acton Blake, K.C.V.0., 
vere appointed members of the Court of Directors. 
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Manual or Emercency Lecistation. ComprisiNG aL THE Acts 
or PARLIAMENT, ProcLaMaTions, Orprrs, &c., PassED AND 
Mabe IN CONSEQUENCE oF THE Wak, TO Sgpr. 30TH, 1914. 
With Supr_ement To Nov, 3rp, 1914. Edited by ALEXANDER 
PutuinG, C.B. Published by Authority by Frederick Atterbury, 
Esq., C.B., H.M. Stationery Office. 3s. 6d. (including Supplement). 

We are glad to call attention to this very useful collection of 
Emergency Statutes and Orders. As our readers are aware, we 
have attempted to place before them week by week such of these 
matters as appeared to be important and were within the limits of 
our ——- ; but Mr. Pulling has undertaken the same task more 
completely and has produced a work in which the reader can find at 
once the particular statute, order, &c., of which he is in search. It 
is divided into three parts, of which the first contains the notification 
of a state of war; the second the emergency statutes in chapter 

sequence ; and the third the Emergency Proclamations, Orders, &c. 

grouped under subject headings, and preceded by a chronolo ical 

table showing their dates of issue. Here, for instance, will be 
found the Aliens Restriction Orders, the Courts (Emergency Powers) 

Rules, the Moratorium Proclamations, and the Defence of the Realm 

Regulations—these are also printed in Appendix B in consolidated 

form (pp. 409, et seg.)—and the Prize Court Rules and Forms. 
There is also a good deal of additional matter which will be useful, 

such as the Hague Conventions with respect to enemy merchant 
ships (iv.), and restrictions of rights of capture (App. G., p. 442, but 
there is a misprint of “Chapter” for “Convention” which should 
be corrected), and the Declaratien of London of 1909, in English, with 
the General Report of the Drafting Committee. This report has 
become of less importance since, under the new Order adopting and 
modifying the Declaration, it has ceased to be available for inter- 
pretation. This new Order (29th October) is given in the supple- 
ment (p. 17). There isa very full index, and cross-references from 
the statutes to the Orders and vice versa facilitate the use of the 
work. Mr. Atterbury points out to us that “the book bein 
printed for the ‘King’s Printer of Acts of Parliament, the copies o 
Acts therein contained have the same authorization as separate 
copies of Acts similarly printed, and similarly purchasable. Further, 
being printed under the authority of H.M. Stationery Office, it will 
be prima-facie evidence in any legal proceedings of the Procla- 
mations, Orders, or Regulations contained in it which have been 
made by His Majesty the King, or by the Treasury, the Admiralty, 
a Secretary of State, the Board of Trade, the Postmaster-General, 
the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, or the Insurance 
Commissioners.” We have been using the book during the past 
week, and have found it very interesting and convenient. Obviously 
much labour and ingenuity have been expended in making it complete 
and easy to refer to ; but of course the reader must keep hiv eyes 
open for new matter, as the Orders are being constantly added to or 
replaced. Thus the existing lists of prohibited areas for aliens and 
of [ree are not in the original volume, but in the supple- 
ment. 





Company Law. 


Company Case Law: A Dicest or Leapimnc Decisions. By 
F. D. Heap, B.A. (Oxon), Barrister-at-Law. ToGETHER WITH 
THe Futt Text or THe Companies Acts, 1908 AND 1913, AND 
THe Forcep Transrers Acts, 1891 AND 1892. Sir Isaac Pitman 
& Sons (Limited). 7s. 6d. net. 

This book, the compiler states, is a digest of leading company law 
cases, designed for the use of directors, secretaries, and others 
interested in joint-stock companies, to whom the recognized law 
reports are not always available for reference and who may 
appreciate a sunimary of important decisions. He also hopes that it 
will be useful to cnndbdates preparing for examinations in company 
law held by various professional bodies. Among the cases selected 
are Saloman’s case (1897, A. C. 22); Z'homson v. Lord Clanmorris 
(1908, 1 Ch. 718) ; George Whitechurch v. Cavanagh (1902, A. C. 117); 
Borland’s Trustee v. Steel Brothers (1901, 1 Ch. 279); Sheffield 
Corporation v. Barclay (1905, A. C. 392); and Starkey v. Bank of 
England (1903, A. C, 114), A careful examination of the book shews 
that the cases are arranged under Part I., Constitution and Forma- 
tion, Part 11., Management and Administration, and so on ; but there 
appears to be no table of contents shewing where these parts are 
to be found. There is an index, but a table shewing the arrangemeat 
of the book is also essential, and the omission to give the pages 
in the reports referred to is an inconvenient feature. The cases 


themselves appear to be wel] selected and summarized, and in many 
instances short extracts from the judgments are given, where these 
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Books of the Week. 


The War.—The Effect of the War on Commercial Engagethents. 
By F. Gort Browns, M.A. K.C. Jordan & Sons. 2s. 6d. net. 


Bankruptcy.—Deeds of Arrangement and Bills of Sale. By 
W. Vaventine Batt, M.A., assisted by Georce Minis, B.A, 
Barristers-at-Law. Being the Third Edition of Bankruptcy and Bills 
of Sale ; an A. B.C. of the Law. Sir Isaac Pitman & Sons, Ltd. 
5s. net. 

The Bankruptcy Act, 1914, and the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 
1914. Being King’s Printer’s copies of these Consolidation Acts, 
bound up with Indices to the Acts. By Cxcm W. Turyer, 
Barrister-at-Law. Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society (Limited). 
33. net. 








Correspondence. 


Charities and Testator’s Relatives. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir—A considerable legacy is given to a charitable society. 
The friends of the testator point out that certain relatives of the 
testator are left by him with scanty means, and they appeal to the 
committee of the charity to make an allowance for their mainten- 
ance. The solicitors of the charity, on being referred to, advise that 
the treasurers and committee are trustees for the objects of the 
charity, and cannot surrender any portion of the funds to which 
the society is entitled. I, on the other hand, contend that the term 
“trustees ” is misapplied. 

The committee are members of the society charged with carrying 
on the objects of the whole society, and in so doing they use the 
funds contributed in the different ways that they think best caleu- 
lated to promote the objects of the weorne. f They are not limited to 
using the funds directly for the charitable objects of the society. 
They can spend more or less on organisation, on advertising, on 
salaries or pensions, and in other ways, if they think that by doing 
so the objects of the society will be advanced. Now it seems to me 
that the question of —— an allowance to persons either depend- 
enton the testator, or who had legitimate reason to expect considera- 
tion from him, falls within the same rule. It may be not only just, 
but also desirable for the reputation of the charity with possible 
testators, that it should be known that the society will and can act 
generously in proper cases—and IJ hold that this should be done. 

The question has arisen several times lately in charitable societies 
to which I belong, and I shall be glad to know whether I am right. 
Nov. 10. . : H. H. B. 

[It may be that there are charities whose objects are so wide that 
the above course could be taken ; just as when the Crown, on taking 
bona vacantia or naval prize, may recognize meritorious though not 
legal claims ; but this, we think, would be quite unusual—indeed, 
we cannot readily imagine such a case—and we are afraid the persons 
administering the charity would have to reject the claims of rela- 
tives as outside the scope of their trust ; for, after all, surely it is a 
trust, But perhaps others may take a different view.—Ep. S.J.) 





The Declaration of London. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—I am afraid you will not carry all, or even a majority, of 
your readers with you in your pa h on the above. Under the 
title “ Prize Law” in the Laws of England (1912, Vol. 23, at p. 281) 
(by Lord Mersey and E.§. Roscoe) it is stated in a footnote :—“ The 
Declaratien of London has no legal effect in the Prize Courts of 
Great Britain, nor does it form any part of British prize law unless 
and until it is ratified.” And, as you yourself admit, adoption of the 
Declaration, or such parts of it as suit us, is not ratification. The 
Government asked Parliament to ratify it, but the House of Lords 
refused to do so, on its being shewn that certain of its provisions 
were calculated to handicap us, as a naval power, in any war with 4 
Continental power. Mr. Bowles enumerates some ten instances of 
this in his book. No doubt our delegates acted under instructions 
from authorities who refused to believe in the probability of war, 
while the Power which instigated these provisions regarded it 4s 
inevitable in the near future. H. L. Lewis. 

9, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, Nov. 12. . : 

P.S.—What about Carl Hans Lody now? His execution at the 
Tower must have taken place just about the time the issue of the 
Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL, stating that the penalty for his offence was 
not capital, was being rinted. You say, “ No war ome weorels 
on English soil,” If that was true when you wrote it, which, as § 





conveniently state the law. 





military proposition, I doubt, the sinking of The Niger, within 
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one and a-balf miles of the beach at Deal, by a torpedo, brings the 
state of war definitely on to British territory.—H. L. L. 

{Our impression is that Prize Law can be varied by Order in 
Council, since it only deals with that which is the property of the 
Crown. Prize is the creation of the Crown (The Elsebe, 5 Ch. Rob. 


173). This seems to be the view acted on by the Law Officers on the 

nt occasion. Was not the proposed establishment of the Hague 
Prize Court the real ground for bringing the Declaration of London 
before Parliament? But our correspondent’s letter reaches us too 
late for proper consideration. As to Lody, we have already written 
under “ Current Topics. 
question as to the 


” 


It seems to us that there is a substantial 
larity of the procedure, though here, alse, we 
presume, the Law Officers are ultimately responsible. We must 
confess to considerable surprise that the sentence was carried out 
ebfore there had been any public notification of it.—Eb. S./.] 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


GOVERNIEG BODY OF WESTMINSTER SCHOOL v. REITH (Surveyor 
of Taxes). 17th and 2ist July ; 22nd October. 
Revenve—Innasirep House ‘Dury—Premises ‘‘ BELONGING TO AND 
Occurrep Wirh’’ a Hovuse—Hovuse Tax Act, 1808 (48 Geo. 3, c. 55), 

Scuepu.e B, rR. 2. 

School buildings in the occupation of the governing body of a school, 
such as a school hall (used for prayers and other general assemblies but 
not for meals), class rooms, school library, &c., forming part of the 
school, are not assessable to inhabited house duty within the House 
Yaz Act, 1808, although they are used by schdars who inhabit other 
buildings forming part of the school, as well as by the boys who do not 
reside in the school at all. 

Decision of Court of Appeal (57 Soricrrors’ Journar, 499; 1913, 
3K. B. 129, 6 App. Cas. 167) reversed, and order of Horridge, J. (1913, 
1X. B. 190) restored. 

Appeal by the Governing Body of Westminster School from an order 
of the Court of Appeal reversing part of an order of Horridge, J., 
upon a case stated by the Commissioners for General Purposes of the 
Income Tax and [nhabited House Duty for the division of St. Mar- 
garet and St. John, Westminster, to determine whether certain build 
ings forming part of Westminster School were properly assessed to 
inhabited house duty. The effect of the order under appeal was that 
in addition to buildings containing a dormitory and studies and a 
sanafortum (which buildings were admittedly dwelling-houses), there 
were to be included in the said assessment separate buildings used as 
a school hall (for prayers and other general assemblies, but not for 
méals), class-rooms, school library, etc. The question turned on rule 2 
of schedule B of the House Tax Act, 1808. The commissioners ex 
cluded from the assessment Ashburnham House (class-rooms) and the 








other buildings in question, and their decision was upheld by Hor- | 


ridge, J. The Court of Appeal allowed the appeal by the surveyor of 


taxes, who contended that the separate buildings, used not only by | 


the forty King’s scholars, but also by 270 other boys in the school, 
some of whom lived in masters’ houses, others at their own homes, 
should also be included in the assessment. The Governors appealed. 

Tue Houser, having taken time for consideration, gave judgment 
allowing the appeal. 


Lord Loresurn said the buildings in question were Ashburnham | 


House and the school. The Court of Appeal held that these ought to be 
assessed to inhabited house duty, upon the ground that they were 
“offices ’’ belonging to and occupied with a dwelling-house, namely, 
the college, in which some forty of the boarders lived and slept. If 
it could be shewn that the buildings really were part of an inhabited 
house, whether by reason of structural connection or in some other 
way, then they might possibly be assessable under rule 2, schedule B, 
of the Act of 1808, which was incorporated into the Act of 1851. His 
lordship read rule 2. The word “‘ office’’ was a somewhat vague word, 
with no precise meaning. Therefore the words preceding it ought to 
be looked at. They were: ‘‘ Every coachhonse, stable, brewhouse, 
washhouse, laundry, woodhouse, bakehouse, and all other offices.”’ 
Reference had been made to the doctrine of ejusdem generis. He 
would merely say that when you were considering what was of 
ambiguous import in a rule or statute, the whole context ought to be 
regarded, in order to ascertain what was truly meant. And when he 
regarded the words preceding he could not believe that class-rooms and 
tuition rooms ought to be included as offices. They were quite a 
different kind of thing from the coachhouses, and so forth, which were 
enumerated in the earlier part of the rule. Also to call these tuitional 
buildings by the description of offices was, in his opinion, doing violence 
to language as commonly used. Even if they were offices, they did 
not come within the words ‘‘ belonging to and occupied with,’’ the 
college, that was to say, with the house in which forty boys lived and 
slept. He moved, therefore, that the appeal should be allowed. and 
the judgment of Horridge, J., restored. He was desired by Lord Suaw 
to say that he concurred in this judgment. 
rds Dungpix and ArKinson gave judgment to the like effect. 
Lord Parmoor regretted that he differed from the other members 


Brown v. Furtado (1903, 1 K. B. 753). The view of the Court of 
Appeal was right, and their order should be affirmed. By a majority 
the appeal was allowed, costs being given against the Crown in that 
House and in the Court of Appeal, but no costs allowed to either side 
in the court below.—CounseL, for the appellants, Ryde, K.C., and 
Konstam; for the respondent, The Attorney-General (Sir John Simon, 
K.C.), the Scdicitor-General (Sir Stanley Buckmaster), and W. Finlay, 
K.C. Sotrcrrors, 7. B. Willett; H. Bertram Cox (Solicitor of Inland 
Hevenue). 
(Reported by Ensxrws Rarp, Barrister-at-Law.)} 





Court of Appeal. 


MYERS v. BRADFORD CORPORATION. No. 2. 27thand 3ist October; 
2nd November. 


LIMITATIONS, STATUTE OF—ACTION AGAINST PuBLic Bopy—Sate or Coxe 
bY CORPORATION—NEGLIGENT DeLivery—NeGiecr ‘‘tn EXecuUTION 
or Pustic Dury orn AvutHority ’’—Action Basep on Tort or Con- 
TRACT—PvusLic AuTHORITIES Protection Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. 
c. 61), as. 1, 


Held, that under the defendants’ local Act they were empowered to 
carry on the business of coke merchants, and the making of contracts for 
the sale of coke was therefore necessarily an incident to their statutory 
powe Ta, 

The defendants had undertaken to deliver coke to the plain- 
tiff, and by the negligence of their servant in delivering the coke, 
damage had been done to the plaintiff's property. But the damage ao 
caused was not caused to the plaintiff as a member of the public, to 
| whom the defendants owed a statutory duty, 
| Held, that he was entitled to maintain his action, although not “ com- 
| menced within siz months next after the act, neglect or default, com- 
plained of’ occurred. 

Decision of Divisional Court (Bray, J., Lush, J., diss., 12 LZ. G. R. 
148, 30 7. L. BR. 181) reversed. 

Appeal by the plaintiff from a decision of the county court judge, 
affirmed by a Divisional Court (Bray, J., Lush, J., diss.) in 
an action for damages against a corporation based on alleged negligence. 
The defendants pleaded that the action, not having been commenced 
within six months, was not maintainable. The sole question was 
whether the Act complained of was an act done ‘in pursuance or 
execution or intended execution of any Act of Parliament, or of any 
public duty or authority "’ by the defendants. By the Bradford Cor 
poration Gas and Improvement Act, 1871, it is provided that the 
corporation ‘‘ may make, store and supply gas and may sell and dispose 
of coke and other products of coal.’’ The plaintiff on 10th October, 
1912, ordered a ton of coke from the corporation, and on the same 
day the coke was delivered in a cart by a servant of the corporation. 
The driver tipped the cart to shoot the coke down the coal-hole in 
the pavement so carelessly that the coke went through the plate glass 
| window of the plaintiff's shop. On 7th May, 1913, more than six 
| months after the occurrence, the plaintiff beought an action in the 
Bradford County Court against the defenaants, claiming damages 
| for negligence. The defendants denied liability, and also set up the 
defence that the action, not having been brought within six months, 
was barred by section 1 of the Public Authorities Protection Act, 1893. 
| The jury awarded the plaintiff £17 2s. ; but the county court judge was 
| of opinion that the defendants were protected by the section, and 
| entered judgment in their favour. The plaintiff appealed to the 
| Divisional Court to have judgment entered in accordance with the 
verdict. Lush, J. (the junior judge), expressed the view that the 
defendants, though acting within their statutory authority in selling 
coke, could not claim the protection of the statute. Bray, J., took 
the opposite view. He considered that the action was founded on 
tort, and not on contract, and that the negligence took place during 
the execution by the defendants of a publit duty. Therefore the 
statutory time within which such an action as the present could be 
brought having lapsed, judgment had rightly been entered for the 
defendants. As the court differed, the appeal was dismissed. The 
plaintiff appealed. 

Tue Court allowed the appeal. 

Bucktey, L.J., held that by the local Act, the corporation were 
required to supply gas within the borough, and were empowered to 
dispose of coke and other by-products obtained in making the gas. 
He thought that in supplying the plaintiff with a ton of coke they 
were not acting in the execution of any statutory duty. They had 
to dispose of the coke, and they could not give it away or throw it in 
the river, and, therefore, by selling it to the plaintiff they were, no 
doubt, in one sense, carrying out a statutory duty. But the contract 
to supply the plaintiff was a voluntary contract, for the refusal 
of which the plaintiff could not have brought an action based on a 
breach of a statutory duty owed to him as a ratepayer. If, therefore, 
in the performance of this contract with the plaintiff as an individual, 
and not as a member of the public, they were negligent, the privilege 
claimed did not apply, and the plaintiff was not required to commence 
proceedings within six months. He thought the appeal must succeed. 

Putrmore and Picxrorp, L.JJ., gave judgment to the like effect. 
The -appeal was allowed with costs and judgment entered for the 
plaintiff in accordance with the verdict. : a 

An application to pay the costs to the plaintiff's solicitor, to he 














of the House. In his opinion the case fell within the principle of 


refunded if the appeal to the House of Lords was allowed, was refused 
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Counsex, for the plaintiff, Scott Fox, K.C., and Lowenthal ; for the | County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Act, 1913, s. 18, 


respondent corporation Metall, K.C., and A. V. Mason. Soxricrrors, 
E. Boque, for Scott, Lames & Mossman, Bradford; Cann & Son, for 
f Stevens, Town Clerk, Bradford, 


{Reported by Ensxine Reip, Barrister-at-Law.) 


BODEGA CO. (LIM.) vr. READ. No.1. 16th October. 


Revenve—Licence Dury—Free Hovse—Ricut to Recover Propor- 
TION FRoM “‘Granror or Lease ’’—Ciaim aGaInst Reversionen— 
France (1909-10) Acr, 1910 (10 Ep. 7, c. 8)—Finance Act, 1912 
(2 & 3 Geo. 5, c. 8), s. 2 
The right, given by the Finance Act, 1912, to the lessee of free 
licensed premises to recover a proportion of any increase in licence duty 
payable under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, from the grantor ”’ 
of the lease does not extend to impose any liability upon the person 
entitled jor the time being to the immediate reversion and in receipt 
of the rent, but the word muat be strictly construed aa referring only 
to the oriqgiual qrantia 


Appeal by the plaintiffs from a decision of Warrington, J. (1914, 
2 Ch. 283). In 1892 one J. B. Martin granted a lease of premises at 
Nos. 2 and 3, Bedford-street, Strand, to the plaintiffs for a term 
of 99 years at a yearly rent of £900 a year. In 1898 the immediate 
leasehold reversion became vested, after certain mesne assignments, 
in the defendant Read Under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, the 
annual licence duty payable in respect of the premises was raised from 
£51 to £278, and the plaintiff company, being under no covenant or 
obligation to purchase intoxicating liquor from any person, had to 
bear the entire burden of the increased duty. Under the Finance 
Act, 1912, s. 2, where the licensed premises are held under a lease 
made before the Act of 1910, and not containing any such covenant on 
‘entitled, notwithstanding any 
agreement to the contrary, to recover as a debt due from, or deduct 


the part of the lessee, the lessee is 


from any sum due to, the grantor of such lease,’ so much of the 
increase of duty as may be agreed on as proportionate to the increased 
rent or premium payable in respect of the premises being let as 
licensed premises. The plaintiff company brought this action, claiming 
to recover a proportionate amount of the duty from the defendant 
as being the rantor’’ of the lease, on the ground that the rent of 
the premises unlicensed would be much less than £900 a year. War 
rington, J.. held that the defendant was not the ‘ vrantor * of the 
lease within the Act, and dismissed the action. The plaintiffs ap 
pealed 

THe Cover dismissed the appeal 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that in the year 1892 a lease of a 


ranted by one Martin to the plaintiff company 
Eighteen vears after that wrant an extra tax was imposed on tenant 
of licensed houses, but. no provision was inserted in the Act imposin 
the tax for passing on the burden to the landlord, ex: ept in the case of 


a tied house (section 46). Two vears later, however, by the Finance Act. 
1912, s. 2, similar relief was given to the tenant of a free house. The 
only question here was whether. in respect of their free house, the 


plaintiff company could claim relief as arainst the reversioner On 


reading the section it seemed impossible for them to shew that anv 
ith relief was iven The relief was not given against the rever 
ioner, but against the grantor of the lease, and that was Martin 


and not the present defe lant Accord ng to the plain words of the 
Act, the decision was perfectly right, and the appeal would be dis 
mis ed 

Kennepy and Swinren Eapy, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the 
same effect, the latter observing that to expand the meaning of the 
word “ grantor’’ in the manner the appellants asked would be to create 
1 vague and indefinite liability which might lead to great injustice 
heing done.—Counser, Clauson, K.C., and Harold Burrowa: Gordon 
Hewart, K.C., and Zeffertt. Soricrrons, T'reherne, Higgine & Co. 
Zeflertt & Co 

[Reported by H. Layeronp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


GENDERS v. LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. No. 1. 
October. 


13.h and 23rd 


Computsory Purcnase—Street Wipentnc—INTerrerence WitH Malin 
Structure or Buirtpinc—Forecourr or Cuapen TakREN—AccEss 
RENDERED INCONVENIENT AND Danuerovs Wirnovut Srrvucruran 


ALTERATIONS—INJUNCTION—Lanps Cravses Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict 
c. 18), 8s. 92—Lonpon Country Counci. (TRamways anp Improve 
MENTS) Acr, 1913 (2 & 3 Gro. 5, c. cv1.), s. 18 


1 « poration waa empowe red by atatute to acquire, for the pur pose 
of atreet widening, certain premises scheduled therein, or such part 
thereof as they » that it should not be 
entitled to take or interfere with the main structure of any house of 
budding The Opo ed to take the forecourt of a chanel 
situate on a sateen hill, ah that the access to the building would be pra 
tically destroyed, or rendered dangerous 
alterations were made to the building. 

Held, that the proposal amounted to an interference with the main 
structure of the chapel, to be restrained hy injunction The whole 
property muat be purchased if the forecourt was required. 

Appeal by the defendants from a decision of Joyce, J. (reported 58 
Sorrcrrors’ Journar, 706), restraining them from proceeding upon a 


notice to treat served on the plaintiffs in March. 1914. The Lond 


might require, subject toa provis 
corporation P 


unless extensive atru tural 


provided that the Council might take the parts of the several pro- 
perties shown in the schedules and deposited plans, or such part as they 
might require, without being compelled to purchase any greater part 
or the whole of such property, provided that the Council should not 
be entitled ‘‘ to take or interfere with the main structure of any house, 
building, or manufactory.”’ The notice to treat proposed to take the 
whole of the forecourt of the East Hill Baptist Chapel, Wandsworth, 
of which the plaintiffs were trustees, except a strip two feet in width, 
with the result of bringing the roadway within 10 inches of a flight of 
stone steps at the entrance to the building. In consequence of the steep 
gradient of the road at the point, this would render access to the chapel 
and the school buildings in its rear most inconvenient, and, in fact, 
dangerous. The plaintiffs declined to treat on the basis of the Council's 
notice, on the ground that they would be involved in muc h expense for 
necessary structural alterations, and brought this action claiming an 
injunction restraining the Council from proceeding with the notice, on 
the ground that it involved “an interference wth the main structure” 
of the ehapel. Joyce, J., granted the injunction, and the plaintiffs 
appealed. Cur. adv. vult. 

Tur Court dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., in the course of his judgment, said the 
object of section 18 of the special Act was to get rid to some extent of 
the obligation imposed by section 92 of the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, 
to purchase the whole of any property of which they only required 
part, and it conferred special privileges on the Council. It was proposed 
by the notice to treat to take practically the whole of the forecourt of 
the chapel, and to leave it abutting directly upon the new footway, the 
effect of which would be to render the access to the main structure of 
the chapel impossible to be used without danger, and to make one of 
the side entrances equally dangerous; in fact, there would be some- 
thing like a precipice at the foot of the steps. In those circumstances 
the question was whether what the Council was proposing to do was not 
a ‘taking or interfering with ”’ the main structure. It was argued on 
behalf of the Council that section 18 only applied to the taking of land, 
and had no reference to the works to be executed after it was taken. 
That was an impossible contention. The Council could only enter upon 
and take the land for the purpose of the works. Again, it was urged 
that the Council did not propose to take any part of the main structure 
of the building. Assuming that to be so, it was argued that there could 
be no interference within the meaning of the Act, except a physical 
interference. But counsel for the appellants could not suggest any case 
of such “ interference ’’ otherwise than by taking part of the structure. 
That seemed inconsistent with the proviso. The Council must not take 
any part of the main structure, nor, without such taking, must they 
interfere with it. On the facts of the case it was hard to imagine 4 
clearer case of interference. The chapel could not be used without 
reconstruction if the works proposed were carried out. They not 
merely destroyed the present access, but left no reasonable mode by 
which a new access could be obtained. In his lordship’s opinion, the 
present case was excluded from section 18; the Council would have to 


act on section 15, and section 92 of the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, was 
ipplicable. The appeal, which the parties had agreed should be treated 
is the trial of the action, would be dismissed with costs. There would 


be a declaration that the defendants were not entitled to take the 
portion of the plaintiffs’ chapel specified in the notice to treat without 
taking the whole, and an injunction as asked by the writ. 

Kennxepy and Swinren Fapy, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same 
effect —Counsen, Tomlin, K.C:, and T. H. Attwater; Hughes, K.C., 
and W. M. Spence. Soricrrors, G. & M. Goodman; Edward Tanner 


[Reported by H. Laneronp Lawis, Barrister-at-Law.) 


. . . >. 
High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re AN APPLICATION BY CADBURY BROS. (LIM.). Neville, J. 

23rd October. - 
TRApDE- MARK PRACTICE REGISTRATION — STATUTORY DECLARATIONS 

Fitep Pursvant To THe TRApE-MARKs ACT—MuUstT THEY BE VERIFIED 

py Arripavit ?—Trape-Marks Act, 1905 (5 Ep. 7, c. 15), ss. 9 (5 

12, 49 anv 59. 

Statutory declarations filed for use before the registrar may, in certam 

reumstances be used on a motion in the Chancery Division made unde 
rule 39 of the Trade Mark Pules, 1906, in lieu of the usual affidart 
evidence for the pur pose of saving expense, 

This was a motion on behalf of Cadbury Brothers (Limited) that they 
might be allowed to use, at the hearing of a motion in the Chancery 
Division to determine an application to register the word ‘“‘ Cadbury,” 4 
very great number of statutory declarations made in support of the 
application and filed pursuant to section 49 of the Trade-Marks Ac 
1905, in lieu of the ordinary affidavit evidence. The facts were these: 
Cadbury Brothers (Limited) had been for many years registered ownef 
of the word ‘‘Cadbury”’ as their trade-mark in respect of certail 
goods in class 42, and they had served the Registrar of Trade Marks 
with a notice under section 9 (5) of the Trade-Marks Act, 1905, fo 
the registration of the word ‘Cadbury ”’ in respect of other of thei 
goods in the same class. Their application was not opposed, but having 
regard to the great volume of the evidence the registrar, on the matt 
coming béfore him, referred it to the Board of Trade, who in thei 
turn ithont dealing with it. required the applicants, pursuant ¥ 
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rules 39 and 129 of the Traae-Mark Rules, 1906, to apply by motion 
to the Chancery Division. Counsel now moved that the case go in 
the non-witness list, and that leave be given to use these statutory 
declarations on the hearing in lieu of affidavit evidence. He said the 
difficulty arose because the word ‘‘ appeal”’ is used in sections 12, 49 
and 59 of the Act, and this application is not by way of appeal, and 
there is nothing in the Act or the rules which provides that on an 
application to the court under rule 39 these declarations may be used 
as evidence on the hearing. It is, however, desired to save the expense 
of affidavit evidence, which would be very considerable. Coun 
sel for the Board of Trade did not object to the application. 

Nevitie, J., after stating the facts, said: The matter is in the 
discretion of the court. I direct the application to be entered in the 
non-witness list. In my opinion, the declarations which have been filed 
mey be used at the hearing in such a case as this in lieu of affidavit 
evidence. The Board of Trade, however, must have liberty, on giving 
notice, to cross-examine any of the declarants.—Counset, 1. B. Sebas- 
tian; J. Austen-Cartmell. Soricrrors, Turnbull & Deighton, Solicitor 
to the Board of Trade. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.) 


Re BAGOTS, HUTTON & CO. (LIM.). He TRADE-MARKS ACTS, 1905 
Neville, J. 15th, 16th, 2ist, and 22nd October, 
TrRape-MaRK—RecIstRaTion—Get-uep OF  MARK-—SUFFICIENCY OF 

Sruiuiariry To Leap to Decerprion—Partr or Mark CoMMON TO THE 

TrRADE—Erricrency or Discratmer or Uskr or Parr Common to 

TRADE PER SE—TRape-Marks Act, 1905 (5 Ep. 7, ©. 15). 

Where a certain maker's gin was known to the trade as “* Cat Brand,” 
and there was evidence that a cat per se was a mark common to the 
trade of gin-makers, 

Held, that the court ought not to allow registration of a mark some- 
what similar to the mark used by the owners of che “ Cat Brand” on the 
applicants for such registration disclaiming the use of the cat per se. 

This was an appeal from the decision of the Controller. The facts 
were these. The applicants were purchasers of the goodwill of the 
business of Messrs. Kinahan’s Distillery, and they applied to register 
a trade-mark for gin consisting of a cat in boots with a bottle of gin 
lying beside it on a ground of snow. The words at the top were 
* Cordial Old Tom Gin Snowdrop Trade-Mark.”’ 


the proprietors of a trade-mark registered in 1879 which consisted of 
a barrel with a black cat on the top of it, holding up its paws. The 
words on the label were ‘“‘ Cordial Old Tom’”’ and ‘ Boord & Co., 
London.”’ There was evidence that the opponents’ gin was known 
as the ‘‘ Cat Brand,” and the opposition was based on the ground that 
confusion might arise if this brand was registered. 


opponents were not entitled to the exclusive use of the cat, but only 


to the use of the cat and barrel. He also held that there was no | , 
similarity between the two designs sufficient to lead to deception, and | 


gave leave to the applicants to register with a disclaimer of the use 
of the cat per se. From this decision Messrs. Boord & Co. appealed. 

Nevitte, J., after stating the facts, said: The court ought not to 
allow registration upon the terms of the applicants disclaiming the 
use of the cat. The opponents’ gin is known to the trade as the ‘‘ Cat 
Brand,”’ and this is not necessarily inconsistent with the evidence that 
the use of a cat as a mark is common to the gin trade. 
must be allowed, and the application to register refused.—Counset, 
Walter, K.C., and Sebastian; Colefar, K.C.. and Hunter Gray 
Souicrtors, Halse, Trustram, & Co. ; John Bartlett & Son. 

[Reparted by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


. - > i 
High Court—King’s Bench | 
. . . 

7 
Division | 
INGLE v. MANNHEIM INSURANCE CO. Bailhache, J. 19th and 20th | 
October. 

Atien Enemy—MArine InsvuraNceE—INsURANCE ComMPANY—BRANCH 
Orrice In ENGLAND—Loss—RuiGcutr or AcTion—TRADING WITH THE 
ENeMy PRociAMATION, Q9rH SepremBer, Crause 6; 8TH OcToBER, 
Crause 5, 

The Proclamation of 8th October, 1914, does not prevent a British 
subject from rece iving money Jrom or sueing an alie n enemy whe Tre the 
right to be paid or to sue has accrued before the dé fe ndant has ac quired 
the status of an alien enemy. 

Summons to transfer action to the Commercial Court adjourned into 
court for argument. The plaintiff's claim was to recover a loss, under 
& policy of marine insurance issued on 31st July, 1914, by the defend- 
its, who were a German company, with their head office in Germany 
and a branch in this country. The loss occurred at the end of August 
or the beginning of September. The defendants carried on business in 
this country through their underwriters and agents, who accepted and 
settled risks and issued policies for them, the policy in question being 
so effected. The defendants had complied with section 274 of the Com 
panies Act, 1908, respecting companies established outside the United 
Kingdom having a place of business within the United Kingdom. The 
policy contained a clause giving jurisdiction to the English courts as 
fully as if the company were incorporated in England, and authorizing 
the service of process upon its agents in this country. Clause 6 of the 
Trading with the Enemy Proclamation, dated 9th September, 1914, pro- 
vides as follows :—‘‘ Provided always that where an enemy has a branch 








The application was | 
opposed by Messrs. Boord & Co., who were also gin-makers, and were | 
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locally situated in British, allied, or neutral territory, not being neutral 
territory in Europe, transactions by or with such branch shall not be 
treated as transactions by or with an enemy.’’ Clause 5 of the Proclama- 
tion of 8th October, 1914, provides as follows :—‘‘ Notwithstanding 
anything contained in paragraph 6 of the Trading with the Enemy 
Proclamation No. 2, where an alien enemy has a branch locally situated 
in British, allied, or neutral territory, which carries on the business of 
insurance or reinsurance, of whatever nature, transactions by or with 
such branch in respect of the business of insurance or reinsurance shall 
be considered as transactions by or with an enemy.”’ It was contended 
on behalf of the defendants that the action ought not to be transferred, 
as the effect of the Proclamation of 8th October was to make the defend 

ants alien enemies and suspend the performance of the contract of 
insurance. Cur, adv. vult. 

BarLHacue, J., in the course of his judgment, said the application 
would, in ordinary circumstances, be made as a matter'of course. He 
had already held in Robinson d& Co. v. Continental Inaurance Co. of 
Vannheim (ante, p. 7) that an action in which the pleadings were closed 
before the war was not automatically suspended by the outbreak of war. 
Apart from the Proclamation of 8th October, he thought the defendanta 
were not in the position of alien enemies. In the case of individuals and 
at common law the question whether a man was to be treated as an 
alien enemy for the purpose of his contracts did not depend upon his 
nationality or even upon his true domicile, but upon whether he carried 
on business in this country or not. If he did it was not illegal, even 
during war, to have business dealings with him in this country in 
respect of the business carried on here. He was not in respect of that 
business divided by the war line, but had what was sometimes called a 

mercial domicile here. The same thing was true of companies which 
had a head office in Germany, but a branch office here, in respect of 
business transactions with such branch office. The matter was discussed 
by Lord Lindley in Janson v. Driefontein Consolidated Mines (1902, 
\. C. 484, at pp. 505, 506), and in the cases cited by him. In his lord 
ship's judgment the defendant company did, upon the facts, so far carry 
on business through their underwriters here as to prevent the rules 
applicable to alien enemies from applying to business transacted with 
their underwriters as that business in fact was. That position seemed 
| to be recognized by the executive Government in clause 6 of the 
Proclamation of 9th September. If that were the present position it 
would be reasonably clear that the plaintiff's right to sue was unfettered 
by the war, and that no question of alien enemy arose. The defendants’ 
status had, however, undoubtedly been altered by clause 5 of the 
Proclamation of 8th October. The defendants were since that date 
in the same position as alien enemies in respect of their previous trans 
wtions here, but that Proclamation was not retrospect. Even if the 
Proclamation was to be treated as affecting the position, he was not 
prepared to hold that payment of a loss by a German insurance com 
pany, or an action against suc h insurance company to recover a loss, 
within the meaning of the Proclamation. So to 
British subject of the right to 








a transaction 


hold would be to deprive a 


| receive money from or to sue an alien enemy, which, in his lordship’s 


nion he at law had. at any rate when the right to be paid or to sue 
had occurred before the defendant had acquired the status of an alien 


| enemy, and he should require to find clear words in a Proclamation to 


to decide that the executive Government had given the 
relief to which he was not otherwise entitled. Paragraph 7 
lamation of 9th September seemed to be in accordance with 
He thought that clause was conclusive that the right to 


iduce | 


f the Pr 
that view 


| receive payment from an alien enemy was intended to be left as it stood 


it common law It was, perhaps, not immaterial to observe that the 
“transactions ’’ was used in that clause, as in clause 5 of the 
In that clause the word clearly referred 
to the business dealings in respect of which the right to payment arose, 
and did not include, but was used in contradistinction to, the payments 
themselves He saw no reason to suppose that the same word had not 
the same meaning in both Proclamations. The Proclamation of 8th 
October repealed clause 6 of the Proclamation of 9th September dealing 
with insurance, but it did not, in his lordship’s opinion, affect the point 
under discussion, He had come to the conclusion that the order to 
transfer ought to be made, and he made it accordingly CounstL, 
R.A. Wright; Theobald Matthew, Soxicrrors, Parker, Garrett & Ca.; 


Walters & Co 
[Reported by Lroxanp C. Tuomas, Barrister-at law.] 


Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
IN PRIZE, 
‘THE BERLIN.” Evans, P. 25th and 29th October. 
Fisuing Currer not ror Coast Fisning ONLY 


Evipence mn THE Prize Court or 
Hacue CONVENTIONS, 


Prize Law—SuHiPpiInG 
No ImMuNITY FROM CAPTURE 
CAPTURE AFTER THE OuTBREAK oF HosTiLitirs 

1907, No. XL., Art. 3. 

Where a German fishing cutter of 110 tons, manned by fifteen hands, 
and having on board various accessories of herring fishing, which had 
heen on a fishing voyage in the North Sea, about 100 miles from the 
nearest land, England, and S00 miles from the German coast, was 


captured, ° 
Meld. not to come within the cate gory of coast fishing vessels entitled 
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to freedom from capture, but, by reason of her size, equipment, and 
voyage, to be a deep sea fishing vesael engaged in a commercial enter- 
prise forming part of the trade of the enemy country, and, as auch, 
properly captured as a prize of war, 

The Berlin was a sailing cutter of 110 tons, and she was captured at 
Bea by H.M.S. Princesa Royal on 5th August, and taken into Wick, 
Seotland, by The Ailsa, at the request of the commander of The Princees 
Royal. She was of the port of Emden, in Germany. The important 
question for decision was whether she was a coast fishing vessel, and 
as such exempt from capture or not. Counsel for the Crown submitted 
that, in spite of Convention XI., Article 3, of the Hague Conference, 
1907, which provides that vessels employed exclusively in coast fisheries 
are exempt from capture, 7'he Berlin ought to be condemned, because she 
was not engaged exclusively in coast fishing. She was a drift fishing 


beat. He referred to The Paquete Habana (175 U. 8. 677) and The | 


Young Jacob (1 Ch. Rob. 20), and to Westlake, Vol. II., p. 157, and 
the Herring Fishing (Seotland) Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vic. c. 52), s. 11, 


where three miles is the limit prescribed for the coast of Scotland. 


Sir Samuet Evans, P., in the course of his judgment, said: The | 
Berlin, as appeared from the ship’s papers, was a German fishing cutter, | 


manned by fifteen hands. She was owned by the Emden Herring 
Fishing Co. She had on board 350 empty barrels, 100 barrels of 
salt, 50 barrels of cured herrings, and had two drifts of nets. The 
vessel, as appeared from her log, had been on a fishing voyage in the 
North Sea ’ 


and handed over to the Chief Officer of Customs, who detained her as 
prize captured at sea. There was no direct evidence in the legal sense, 
as used in our municipal courts of law, of her capture by one of his 
Majesty's ships, or of the place or time of her capture. It was reported 
to the officer of 7'he Ailsa that she had been captured by The Princess 
Royal. I saw a confidential report, made by the commander of TAs 
Princess Royal, of the capture, and it appeared that the exigencies of 
var rendered it necessary for him to request 7'he Ailsa to take the 
captured vessel to Wick on his behalf 

took place at 11.30 a.m. on 5th August. 
presumed that the capture was not made until after war was declared 
on 4th August (11 p.m.). When the capture took place, the vessel was 
in the North Sea, in the position which [ have approximately stated 


It would have been advisable for the commander of The Princess Royal | 


to enter the time and place of capture in the vessel's log, or to make 
i declaration in the presence of the vessel's master, lest objection might 


he made of the abse nee of direct legal evidence But, fortunately, in 


this court I am entitled to act upon other evidence or trustworthy | 


information, and to draw inferences therefrom npon which the court 
may think it safe and just to act. The Prize Court is not bound by 
uch confining fetters as our municipal courts. As regards the question 
whether the vessel was immune from capture as a coast fishing vessel, 
the history of the varying practices in this and other countries of 
exempting from capture in war vessels engaged in coast fishing up 
to the year 1899 has been given in the Supreme Court of the United 
States of America in the case of T'hz Paquete Habana and The Lola 
(175 U. 8S. 677) The judgement of the court recognized the immunity 
of coast fishing vessels, with their implements and supplies, cargoes and 
crews, unarmed and honestly pursuing their peaceful calling of catching 
and bringing in fresh fish; but the exemption, it was said, does not 
apply to coast fishermen or their vessels if employed for a warlike pur 
pose, or in such a way as to give aid or information to the enemy ; nor 
vhen military or naval operations create a necessity to which all private 
interests must give way. Nor, it was further said, has the exemption 
been extended to ships or vessels employed on the high seas in taking 
vhales or seals or cod or other fish which are not brought fresh to 
market, but are salted or otherwise cured and made a regular article of 
commerce. [His lordship referred to the Japanese Prize Regulations 
and to the judgment of the Japanese Court in the case of The Alexander, 
and continued :] I do not propose to make any pronouncement in the 
case now before the court as to whether the German Empire or its 
citizens have, in the circumstances of this war, the right to claim the 
benefit of the Hagae Conventions tut to shew how the doctrine with 
which I am now dealing has been treated by the nations with the 
progress of years and events, I refer to Article 3 of the eleventl: 
Hague Convention of 1907, which is as follows :—‘‘ Vessels employed 
exclusively in coast fisheries, or small boats employed in locai trade, are 
exempt from capture, together with their appliances, rigging, and cargo 
This exemption ceases as soon as they take any part whatever in 
hostilities. The contracting Powers bind themselves not to take advan 
tage of the harmless character of the said vessels in order to use them 
for military purposes while preserving their peaceful appearance.” 
After the lapse of a century, I am cf opinion that 1t has become a 
sufficiently settled doctrine and practice of the law of nations that 
fishing vessels, plying their industry near or about the coast (not neces- 


sarily in territorial waters) in and by which the hardy people who man | 


them gain their livelihood, are not properly subjects of capture in war 


so long as they confine themselves to the peaceful work which the 
industry properly involves. As to The Berlin, I am of opinion that she | 


Tue Mippiesex Hospirar, W. 
PRINCE ALEXANDER OF TFCK 
EARNESTLY APPEALS FOR NEW ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTIONS. 


From 27th July onwards she had been far out in the North | 
Sea, at distances of about 100 miles from the nearest coast (Great | 
Britain), and about 500 miles from her home port and from the German | 
coast. She was brought into Wick on 6th August by the steamer Ailsa, | 


It appeared also that the capture | 
Apert from this, I shouid have | 


is not within the category of coast fishing vessels. entitled to freedom 
from capture. On the contrary, 1 hold that by reason of her size, 
equipment, and voyage, she was a deep-sea fishing vessel engaged in a 
commercial enterprise which formed part of the trade of the enemy 
country, and as such could, and was, properly captured as prize of war. 
I therefore decree the condemnation of the vessel and cargo, and order 
the sale thereof.—CounseL, Arthur Pritchard. Soricrrorn, The Treasury 
Soli itor 
[Reported by L, M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 








Solicitors’ Cases. 


Solicitors Ordered to be Struck Off the Rolls. 
Nov. 10.—Witrrep Burton, 65, Long-acre, W.C. 
Nov. 10.—Atsert Frank Crowes, 4, Norfolk-square, Great 
Yarmouth. 


Noy. 10.—Wiutt1am Witpe, 26, Bedford-row, W.C. 


New Orders, &c. 


War Orders, Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of the 6th inst. contains the following :— 

1. A Declaration, dated 5th November (printed below), of a state 
of war between Great Britain and Turkey. 

2. A Proclamation, dated 5th November (printed below), extending 
to Turkey the various War Orders and Proclamations. 

3. An Order in Council, dated 5th November (printed below), annex- 
ing the Island of Cyprus to Great Britain. 

4. A Licence, dated 4th November (printed below), authorizing the 
payment of fees in respect of patents and trade-marks in an 
enemy country or in the United Kingdom. This replaces the 
Licence of 23rd September (58 Soticrtors’ JouRNAL, p. 853). 

The London Gazette of 10th November contains :— 

5. Notice by the Board of Trade, dated 7th November, to Importers 
and Exporters. This replaces the notice dated 9th October 
(58 Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL, p. q 

A Supplement to the London Gazette of 10th November contains :— 

6. A Proclamation, dated 10th November, prohibiting under section 8 

of The Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1879, and section 1 of 
The Exportation of Arms Act, 1900, and section 1 of The 
Customs (Exportation Prohibition) Act, 1914, the exportation 
from the United Kingdom of warlike stores. This consolidates, 
with amendments and additions, the various Proclamations and 
Orders prohibiting export already issued. The exportation of 
certain goods is prohibited to all destinations; of others to all 
foreign ports in Europe and on the Mediterranean and Black 
Seas, other than those of France, Russia (except Baltic ports), 
Belgium, Spain, and Portugal ; and of others to all destinations 
abroad other than His Majesty's Dominions, Colonies not 
possessing Responsible Government, British India, Territories 
under His Majesty’s Protection, Cyprus, the Channel Islands, 
and Egypt. Moreover, the exportation of sugar, refined and 
candy, and sugar unrefined, is prohibited to all destinations 
ether than the Channel Islands, Malta, Gibraltar, Falkland 
Islands, St. Helena, East African Protectorate, and British 
West African Colonies and Protectorates; and the carriage 
coastwise of ‘‘ Animals, pack, saddle, and draught, suitable for 
use in war’’ is prohibited. The list of articles affected extends 
to some four columns of the Gazette. 

Ve also print below a notice with respect to Turkish banks and the 


War. 








Declaration of War with Turkey. 
Owing to hostile acts committed by Turkish forces under German 
officers, a state of war exists between Great Britain and Turkey as 
from to-day. 


Foreign Office, November 5, 1914. 


A Proclamation 


EXTENDING To THE WaR WITH TURKEY THE PROCLAMATIONS AND ORDERS 
1x Counct, now 1s Force Retatine to THE War. 

Whereas, owing to hostile acts committed by Turkish forces under 
German officers, a state of war now exists between Us and the Sultan 
of Turkey; 

And whereas on the 4th day of August, 1914, a state of war came 
into existence between Us and the German Emperor ; 

And whereas We did on the same date and on certain other dates 
subsequent thereto issue certain Proclamations and Orders in Council 
connected with such state of war; 

And whereas on the 12th day of August, 1914, a state of war came 
into existence between Us and the Emperor of Austria, King of Hun- 
ary; ’ 
: And whereas certain of the aforesaid Proclamations and Orders in 
Council have since been extended so as to cover the state of war 

between Us and the Emperor of Austria, King of Hungary ; 

And whereas it is desirable now to provide for the state of war 
between Us and the Sultan of Turkey; 
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And whereas the Convention relating to the status of enemy merchant 
vessels at the oufbreak of hostilities, signed at The Hague on the 18th 
October, 1907, has not been ratified by the Sultan of Turkey, and 
therefore We do not think fit to extend to Turkish ships the Order in 
Council issued on the 4th day of August, 1914, with reference to the 

ure from Our ports of enemy vessels, which at the outbreak of 


hostilities were in any such port or which subsequently entered the | 


same : 

Now, therefore, We have thought fit, by and with the advice of Our 
Privy Council, to issue this Our Royal Proclamation declaring, and it | 
' 


is hereby declared, as follows :— 


1. The Proclamations and Orders in Council issued with reference | 
to the state of war between Us and the German Emperor, or with | 
reference to the state of war between Us and the German Emperor and | 


the Emperor of Austria, King of Hungary, other than the Order in 
Council issued on the 4th day of August, 1914, with reference to the 
departure from Our ports of enemy vessels, which at the outbreak of 
hostilities were in any such port, or which subsequently entered the 
same, shall, if still in force, apply to the state of war between Us and 
the Sultan of Turkey as from this 5th day of November, 1914. 

2. The Proclamation issued on the 5th day of August, 1914, warning 
all Our subjecte, and all persons resident or being in Our Dominions, 
from contributing to or participating in, or assisting in the floating of, 
any loan raised on behalf of the German Government, or from advanc- 
ing money to or entering into any contract or dealings whatsoever with 
the said Government, or otherwise aiding, abetting, or assisting the said 
Government, shall be deemed as from this 5th day of November, 1914, 
to apply to all loans raised on behalf of, or contracts or dealings 
entered into with, or to aiding, abetting, or assisting the Ottoman 
Government. 

3. The words ‘‘enemy country’’ in any of the Proclamations or 
Orders in Council referred to in Article 1 of this Proclamation shall 
include the Dominions of Hie Imperial Majesty the Sultan of Turkey 
other than Egypt, Cyprus, and any territory in the occupation of Us 
or Our allies. 


Dated 5th November. 


Annexation of Cyprus. 


Whereas, by virtue of the Convention of Defensive Alliance between 
Her Majesty Queen Victoria and His Imperial Majesty the Sultan, 
signed on June the 4th, 1878, the Annex to the said Convention signed 
on July the Ist, 1878, and the Agreement signed on behalf of Her 
Majesty and His Imperial Majesty the Sultan on August the 14th 
1878, His Imperial Majesty the Sultan assigned the Island of Cyprus 
to be occupied and administered by England upon the terms and condi- 
tions specified in the said Convention, Annex, and Agreement, ' 

And whereas by reason of the outbreak of war between His Majesty 
and His Im an Majesty the Sultan the said Convention, Annex, and 
Agreement have become annulled and are no longer of any force o1 
effect. 

And whereas it has, for the reasons herein! »fore appearing, seemed 
expedient to His Majesty that the said Island should be annexed to 
and should form part of His Majesty’s Dominions, in order that proper 
hg may be made for the Govemmen and protection of the said 
sland. 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice of 
His Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered, as follows :— 

(1) From and after the date hereof the said Island shall be annexed 
to and form part of His Majesty’s Dominions, and the said 
Island is annexed accordingly. 

(2) Nothing in this Order shall affect the validity of any Instruc- 
tions issued by His Majesty under the Royal Sign Manual and 
Signet to the High Commissioner and Commander-in-Chief of 
Cyprus, or of any Order in Council affecting Cyprus, or of any 

w or Proclamation passed or issued under any such Instructions 
or Order, or of any act or thing done under any such Instructions, 
Order, Law or Proclamation, save in so far as any provision of 
any such Order in Council, Law or Proclamation may be re- 
pegent to the provisions of any Act of Parliament which may, 

y reason of the annexation hereby declared, become extended to 
Cyprus, or to any Order or Regulation made under the authority 
of any such Act or having in Cyprus the force and effect of any 
such Act. 

(3) His Majesty may from time to time revoke, alter, add to i 
amend this Order. 

(4) This Order may be cited as the Cyprus (Annexation) Order in 
Council, 1914. 

And the Right Honourable Lewis Harcourt, one of His Majesty's 
Principal Secretaries of State, is to give the necessary directions herein 
accordingly. 





Fees on Patents and Trade-Marks. 


Whereas by Royal Proclamation relating to Trading with the Enemy | 
dated the 98th day of September, 1914, it was, amongst other things, | 
declared as follows :— 


“The expression ‘enemy country’ in this Proclamation means the 
territories of the German Empire and of the Dual Monarchy of | 
ettio- Hungary, together with all the Colonies and Dependencies | 

eréof. 


“ The expression ‘enemy’ in this Proclamation means any person 











Head Office: 
Reyal Exchange, 


lacot porated 
A.D. 1720. 


ROYAL EXCHANGE 


ASSURANCE CORPORATION. 


Fire, Life, Sea, Annuities. 
Accidents, Motor Car, Special Terms 


Plate-Glass, ary, 

Employers’ Liability, are granted in 

Live Stock, Third Party, cases where health 
Fidelity Guarantees. is impaired. 


The Corporation is prepared to act as TRUSTEE and EXECUTOR. 











Apply for full particulars of all classes of Insurance to the Secretary— 
Heap OFrFic—E: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 
Law Courts Brancn: 29 & 30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 











or body of persons of whatever nationality resident or carrying 
on business in the enemy country, but does not include persons 
of enemy nationality who are neither resident nor carrying on 
business in the enemy country. In the case of incorporated bodies 
enemy character attaches only to those incorporated in an enemy 
country.”’ 

And whereas it was also declared by the said Proclamation that from 
and after the date of the said Proclamation the persons therein referred 
to were prohibited from doing certain acts therein more speg#fically 
mentioned : 

And whereas it was further declared by the said Proclamation as 
follows : 


“* Nothing in this Proclamation shall be taken to prohibit anything 
which shall be expressly permitted by Our licence or by the 
licence given on our behalf by a Secretary of State or the Board 
of Trade, whether such licences be specially granted to indi- 
viduals or be announced as applying to classes of persons.’’ 

And whereas in pursuance of the powers conferred by the Trading 
with the Enemy Proclamation No. 2 the Board of Trade, acting on 
behalf of His Majesty, by licence dated the 25rd day of September, 
1914, granted licence to the persons therein referred to to pay the 
fees therein more specifically mentioned : 

And whereas by Proclamation dated the 8th day of October, 1914, 
the said Proclamation dated the 9th day of September, 1914, called the 
Trading with the Enemy Proclamation No. 2, was amended as therein 
more specifically set forth, and the said Proclamation of the 8th day 
of October, 1914, was to be read as one with the Trading with the 
Enemy Proclamation No. 2: 

And whereas in consequence of the provisions of the said Proclama- 
tion dated the 8th day of October, 1914, it is desirable to restate and 
modify the provisions contained in the before-recited licence dated the 
23rd day of September, 1914. 

Now, therefore, the Board of Trade, acting on behalf of His Majesty, 
and in pursuance of the power reserved in the said Proclamation and 
all other powers thereunto them enabling, do hereby revoke the said 
licence dated the 23rd day of September, 1914, and do hereby give and 
grant licence to all persons resident, carrying on business or being in 
the United Kingdom. ’ 

To pay any fees necessary for cbtaining the grant or for obtaining 
the renewal of Patents or for obtaining the registration of Designs or 
Trade-marks or the renewal of such registration in an ‘enemy 
country ”’ ; > , 

And also to pay on behalf cf an ‘enemy "” any fees payable in the 
United Kingdom on application for or renewal of the grant of a Patent 
or on application for the registration of Designs or Trade-marks or 
the renewal of such registration. 


Dated 4th November. 
H. LLewettyn Situ, 


Secretary to the said Board. 


Notice to Importers and Exporters. 


1. The attention of importers and exporters is directed to the pro 
visions of His Majesty's Proclamation dated the 9th of September, relat- 


ing to Trading with the Enemy. By paragraph 5 (7) of this Proclamation 


all persons resident, carrying on business, or being in His Majesty's 
| Dominions are warned “ not directly or indirectly to supply to or for 
| the use or benefit of, or obtain from an enemy country Or an enemy any 


goods, wares, or merchandise ; nor directly or indirectly to supply to or 
for the use or benefit of, or obtain from any person any goods, wares, or 


| merchandise, for or by way of transmission to or from an enemy country 
| or an enemy; nor directly or indirectly to trade in or carry any goods, 


wares, or merchandise destined for or coming from an enemy country 
or an enemy.” It is further provided by paragraph 3 that the expression 
“enemy” in the Proclamation means “any person or body of persons 
of whatever nationality resident or carrying on business in the enemy 
country, but does not inclade persons of enemy nationality who are 
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neither resident nor carrying on business in the enemy country. In 
the case of incorporated bodies, enemy character attaches only to those 
incorporated in an enemy country.” 

2. With a view to preventing breaches of this Proclamation it is hereby 
notified that the Commissioners of His Majesty's Customs and Excise 
have been authorized by His Majesty's Government to require Certificates 
of Origin or Declarations of Ultimate Destination respectively to be 
presented in respect of all goods, wares, or merchandise imported into 
or exported from the United Kingdom in trade with any foreign place 
in Europe or on the Mediterranean or Black Seas, with the exception of 
those situated in Russia, Belgium, France, Spain, and Portugal. 

5. Declarations of Ultimate Destination will consequently be required. 
until further notice in respect of all exports, without regard to value of 
consignments, to all the foreign places referred to above. 

4. For the present, however, Certificates of Origin will not be required 
in respect of imports of foodstuffs, of timber of any kind (including 
pit-props), strawboard, wood pulp, iron ore, granite, ice, tar, or carbide 
of calcium, or in respect of any imports from places other than those 
situated in Norway, Sweden, Denmark, Holland, Switzerland, and Italy, 
or in respect of individual consignments not exceeding £25 in value. 
The Certificates and Declarations referred to must be in the form pre- 
scribed by the Schedules I. and II. hereto. 

5. Any goods, wares, or merchandise imported from the above- 
mentioned foreign places, except as provided in paragraph 4, unaccom- 
panied by Certificates of Origin will be detained by the Commissioners 
of Customs and Excise until the requisite certificates are produced, The 
Commissioners are, however, authorized in such cases, and at their 
discretion, to allow delivery of the goods on the security of a deposit or 
of a bond to the amount of three times the value of the goods with a 
view to the production of the necessary certificates within a prescribed 
period, provided that they see no reason for suspecting that the goods 
emanate from an enemy country. 

6. Goods, wares, or merchandise sought to be exported to any foreign 
places in Europe or on the Mediterranean or Black Seas, with the 
exception of those situated in Russia, Belgium, France, Spain and Portu 
gal, will not be allowed to be shipped until Declarations of Ultimate 
Destination in the form prescribed have been lodged with the proper 
Customs authority. 

7. A single Declaration of Ultimate Destination may be used to cover 
any number of consignments by the same exporter from the same port 
by the same ship at the same time. 

8. Declarations of Ultimate Destination must be made by the actual 
exporter or by some responsible representative of the actual exporter (o1 
in the case of a Limited Company by a Director, Secretary, Manager, or 
other responsible officer) having a personal and first-hand knowledge of 
the inquiries made and of the facts stated in the Declaration. Carrying 
Agents are not regarded as competent to make the Declaration. 

9. The following goods will be exempt from these requirements : 

(a) Goods imported under licence ; 
(6) Goods shipped for the United Kingdom on or before the 19th of 
November and hitherto exempted ; 
(c) Goods in respect of which Customs export entries have been 
accepted before the publication of this Notice. 
Board of Trade, 
7th of November, 1014. 

Schedule I. contains a form of certificate of origin and Schedule II. a 

United Kingdom subject to the following limitations, conditions, and 


Turkish Banks and the War. 


The Secretary of State for Home Affairs has granted a licence to the 
Imperial Ottoman Bank and the National Bank of Turkey authorizing 
them to carry out certain banking transactions under specified condi 
tions. 

It is announced that the licence is designed to enable the banks to 
keep open their doors for the payment of cheques and drafts pending 
consideration of the conditions upon which a less restricted licence can 
be issued. 

Sir William Plender has been appointed to supervise the operations 
of the banks on behalf of the Treasury, and he has nominated as official 
supervisors to discharge the duties specified in the licence, the following : 
(a) At the Imperial Ottoman Bank, Mr. Edward Davis, 5, London Wal! 
buildings, E.C., chartered accountant. (+) At the National Bank of 
Turkey, Mr. Leslie Whittem Hawkins, Basildon-house, Moorgate-street 
E.C., chartered accountant, 

The licence permits the banks to carry on banking business in the 
United Kingdom subject to the following limitations, conditions, and 
supervision :— 

(1) The permission shall for the present extend only to the payment 
of cheques drawn upon, and bills payable by, the banks and the collection 
of cheques and bills held by the banks ; 

2. All transactions carried out under this permission shall be subject 
to the supervision and control of a person to be appointed for the purpose 
by the Treasury, who shall have absolute discretion to refuse to permit 
any payment that may appear to him to be contrary to the interests of 
the nation, 





The Belgian Government has officially decided that the meeting of 
the Belgian Parliament, provided for by Article 70 of the Constitution, 
cannot take place on 10th November. The Government will 
summon Parliament as soon as events enable it to fulfil its duty on 
Belgian soil. 


Societies. 
The Law Society. 


The Council of the Law Society have issued the following notice :— 
SoLicrroRs AND THE WaR.—ReNeWAL Or ANNUAL Practisinc CERtI- 
FicaTes.—The Council having been requested to express an opinion as 
to the renewal of the practising certificates of solicitors serving in His 
Majesty's Forces, they desire to state :— 
(1) That the certificate duty, having been imposed by statute, 
must be paid in the absence of new legislation to the contrary. 
(2) That any solicitor taking any profits from his business or from 
the business of his firm must take out a practising certificate. 
(3) That the name of any solicitor not taking out a certificate to 
practise cannot be entered in the Law List. 

The Council have for some time been in communication with the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer with a view to the total or partial remis- 
sion of the duty, and hope that their efforts may be successful, but at 
present no definite arrangement has been arrived at. 

November, 1914. 


Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors of the Law Association 
was held at the Law Society’s Hall, on the 5th inst., Mr. Percy E. 
Marshall in the chair. The other directors present were Mr. T. H. 
Gardiner, Mr. W. P. Richardson, Mr. Mark Waters, Mr. Nugent 
Chaplin, and the secretary, Mr. E. E. Barron. A sum of £107 10s. 
was voted in relief of deserving cases, and other general business was 
transacted. 





Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The directors held their usual monthly meeting at the Law Society, 
Chancery-lane, on the 11th inst. Present : Mr. W. Arthur Sharpe (in 
the chair), and Messrs. T. S. Curtis, A. Davenport, Thos. Dixon 
(Chelmsford), W. Dowson, W. E. Gillett, J. R. B. Gregory, C. God- 
dard, C. G. May, M. A. Tweedie, R. W. Tweedie, and W. M. Walters. 
Grants to the amount of £480 were made to poor and deserving cases; 
five new members were admitted, and other general business transacted. 





United Law Society. 

A meeting of the above society was held on Monday, the 9th of 
November, at 3, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, E.C. Mr. Sydney 
Ashley moved: ‘‘ That the time has now come for compulsory and 
universal military training.” 

The following gentlemen also spoke :—Messrs. E. 8. Cox Sinclair, 
Neville Tebbutt, A. S. Wood Smith, C. R. Morden, and A. A. Tayler. 
The motion was lost by 2 votes. 





Council of Legal Education. 


The Council invite applications for the examinership in Roman-Dutch 
Law, now vacant. The duties of the examiner are to examine candi- 
dates presenting themselves in the above subject in the examinations 
for call to the bar (two examinations during the year). The salary is 
25 guineas per annum. Applications to be sent to the Clerk of the 
Council, 15, Old-square, W.C., not later than Monday, the 20th of 
November, 1914. 


The Union Society of London. 


The weekly meeting of the Union Society was held on Wednesday at 
3, Plowden-buildings, Temple, the president, Mr. Harry Geen, in the 
chair. Mr. Coram proposed ‘‘ That international peace is impossible. 
Mr. Morden opposed, and there also spoke Messre. Cape. Willson, Baker, 
Burleigh, and Kingham. The motion was carried. 











Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 


PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 
The following candidates (whose names are in pa order) were 
successful at the Preliminary Examifation held on 14th and 15th 


October, 1914. 
Leach. Edmund. 


Arnholz, Ronald Henry Preuss. 

Clark, Alan Edwin Nelham. Lewis-Manning, Robert Henry. 
Clark, Frank Nelham, Matthews, Sydney Eagar. 
Clayton, Leonard. Mehta, Bapalal Dahyabhai. 
Evans, Richard. Ogden, here x Herbert. 
Firth, Harold Whitely, Pain, Edward Thomas, 
Gray, Wilfred Ronald. Rees, David Edmunds, 

Rhodes, Fred. 


Holden, John Bewick. 
Hutchinson, Alan Edward. Shaw, Gerald Alan Santor. 
Swan, Lyle Brisbane. 


Ingham, Percival Arthur. 
Jervoise, Reginald Charles Warren. 





Johnson, Ernest. Roger. “ 





Mr. F. J. Forder Lampard opposed. , 























Thatcher, Allan Frank Beauchamp* 
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Wilson, John Alan. 
Winterbottom, Benskin Thomas, 
No. of candidates, AE same 4 
By Order of the Council. 
E. R. Coon, Secretary. 
Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C, 
50th October, 1914, 


Ward, William Wray. 
Wardle, John, 





Law Students’ Societies. | 
Unrverstty of Lonnon Intrer-Cotieciate Law Srupents’ Society.— | 
At a meeting held on Tuesday, 10th November, 1914, at Univer- | 
sity College, Mr. R. F. Levy in the chair, the subject for debate was : 
“ That secret diplomacy should no longer be permitted between States. ’ 
Mr. A. Carreras opened in the affirmative and Mr. E. W. Goodale in 
the negative. The following members aleo spoke :—Messrs. F. Brad 
bury, G. R. Blake, E. M. Duke, O. W. Godwin, R. H. Gregorowski, 
H. Todd Thornbery, H. P. Welle, P. A. Wood, and a visitor. The 
leaders replied, and, on the motion being put to the meeting, it was lost 
by one vote. 


The Lord Mayor at the Law Courts. 


The Lord Mayor, Sir Charles Johnston, says the Morning Post, was 
eye in the Law Courts on Monday to a bench consisting of the 

rd Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Coleridge, and Mr. Justice Horridge. 
In the court of the Lord Chief Justice, in which the ceremony took 
place, a large number of spectators assembled. The judges wore their 
State robes and-full-bottomed wigs. Accompanying the Lord Mayor 
was the ex-Lord Mayor (Sir T. Vansittart Bowater), the Recorder (Sir 
Forrest Fulton, K.C.), Aldermen of the City, and members of the 
Court of Common Council. In a brief speech the Recorder (Sir Forrest 
Fulton) introduced the Lord Mayor, and also referred to the work 
— had been accomplished during the mayoralty of the ex-Lord 

ayor. 

The Lord Chief Justice, addressing the Lord Mayor, said that at a 
momentous period in our history he had been selected by his fellow- 
citizens to fill this high position. He observed from the words of the 
Recorder that Sir Charles was a “silent man.’’ He gathered from 
that that his was a part of action rather than of speech. At such 
times as the present the City was doubly to be congratulated upon his 
sélection. All the qualities to which reference had been made would 
be required to the utmost in the discharge of his important duties. 
They were at this moment in the midst of a great and terrible war 
forced upon them by their determination to uphold and safeguard their 
national interests, of which the highest was their national honour. 

en the call came to the nation the City, in accordance with its 
ancient tradition, responded swiftly and admirably. There was still 
much to be done. Great efforts were yet required; all their energies 
must be centred in defeating their enemies. The noble heroism of our 
forces, both on sea and land, which were chronicled to some extent day 
by day, but of which there must be countless records that had not yet 
come to hand, ought to stimulate the youth of this country, which had 
not yet taken its proper share in the defence of the country’s interests, 
at once to enlist and form a part of the King’s forces. During the 
long and stirring conflict in which they were engaged those of 
them who were too old to take a part in the fighting forces had to ask 
themselves daily what they could do to uphold their country in this 
time of crisis. They in the City had rightly recognized that it was 
in the carrying out of their daily life, as far as possible under normal 
conditions, that they could best serve their country; by paying due 
regard to the various duties which in this special time devolved upon 
all those who desired to do their duty, and to devote themselves to 
King and country. In their courts they had to remember that during 
this trying time reason must not capitulate to passion, however 
patriotic, and that justice must continue to be administered wisely, 
temperately, dispassionately, and according to law. He was convinced, 
whenever the Lord Mayor presided, he would take care that that 
would not be forgotten. The City of London, which was the centre of 
the trade and finance of the world, when war was declared, passed for 
4 moment, but only for a moment, into a state of acute tension. The 
wheels of the great machine were soon set in motion again, and the 
delicate fabric, which represented international credit and commerce. 
Was again, within a very short time, at work. Goods were now arriving 
and goods were departing, and our ships were carrying on our com 
merce and transport at sea. It was by this resumption of the normal 
usiness of the City, as it was now being carried on, that the best 
Service could be done to the country, for it was by this means, both 
in the City and throughout the country, that the evils of unemployment 
and distress were best alleviated. He prayed that the Lord Mayor 
might have strength and health for carrying through his arduous duties, 
and that his office would not be laid down by him at its natural expira- 

without his having the satisfaction of announcing the final triumph 
of ae Majesty’s forces and allies, and the proclamation of a glorious 
Turning to the ex-Lord Mayor, the Lord Chief Justice made reference 
1 Sir Vansittart Bowater’s visit to France and Belgium, and added 
arog could he have thought then that parts of the eountry over 
ould © passed would be devastated by this war, and that Belgium 
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country which attacked it, Belgium had a soul as great and a heart as 
big as her territory was small. 

‘Lhe Lord Mayor then formally took the oath that he would faithfully 
perform the duties of his office. 

The Recorder gave the customary invitation to the judges for the 
Guildhall banquet. 








The Bench and the Bar at the 
Guildhall. 


At the Lord Mayor's banquet on Monday, says the 7'imes, the Prime 
Minister, in the course of his speech, atter referring to the various 
emergency steps of a financial nature taken in connection with the war, 
said :—1 desire to say in that connection that, while the Government 
have done their part, they owe much more than | can easily tell to the 
co-operation of leading members of the Opposition and of the bankers, 
merchants, and traders of the City of Loudon; and 1 desire in that 
connection to mention two names, and two names only, because they 
are the names of men who are entirely outside the current of our 
political controversies. The first is that of my noble and learned friend 
Lord Reading, the Lord Chief Justice of England, without whom, as 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would tell you, these satisfactory 
arrangements could not possibly have been made. He has devoted 
three months of valuable time day by day to assisting the Government 
in the prosecution and completion of their plans. The other name is 
that of the Governor of the Bank of England, Mr. Walter Cunliffe, 
who, in time of great emergency, has shewn the utmost courage and 
resource; and it gives me great pleasure, with the King's permission, 
tou be able to announce to you to-night that in recognition of these 
great services in an acute national crisis His Majesty has been pleased 
to confer upon Mr. Cunliffe the dignity of a peer of the United 
Kingdom. 

Sheriff the Rev. H. Carl de Lafontaine proposed ‘‘ The Judges and 
the Bar of England.’’ He said :—Under the peculiar conditions of the 
present situation we might almost #ay that our soldiers have become 
judges, and our judges have become soldiers. On the one hand, our 
armies are engaged in the administration of justice, in that they are 
defending the weak against the strong and maintaining the majesty of 
international law. On the other hand, our judges are called upon to 
conduct a campaign against the alien enemies in our midst. The war 
has created special kinds of cases—novel and complicated cases—which 
keep all our benches busy. Whatever the burden of work, we are con- 
fident that it will be carried out in that spirit of fair play and equity 
which is at once the cause and the justification of the British Empire. 
The English bar, all honour to it, may, I believe, claim an existence of 
eight hundred years. The records of some proceedings in which the 
customs of the monastery of Abingdon were involved prove that the 
Abbot was ‘‘ assisted by certain lawyers.’’ Now a clerical sheriff thanks 
‘certain lawyers,”’ men of light and leading in their profession, for 
their staunch and uniform upholding of right and justice in this dear 
old Motherland. I have the great honour of oy with this toast 
the name of the Lord Chief Justice, a man of much learning, of con 
spicuous ability, of admirable social qualities, and, above all, one so 
respected by his fellows that not one of them envies him his responsible 
and splendid position. I am, in the second instance, permitted to 
mention the name of the Attorney-General, whose presence here this 
evening we greatly welcome, and whom we congratulate not only on 
the possession of great abilities, but also on his extraordinary tact and 
prescience in deftly wielding those abilities to the undoubted good of 
the community. 

The Lord Chief Justice, in responding, said :—It is indeed a privi- 
lege to be present on this occasion, but I hope and trust that we shall 
not meet again on such an occasion while this country is still engaged 
in a great and terrible war. Before I say the few words which I wish 
to address to you on behalf of the judges, I should like to thank the 
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such an occasion as this, in addréssing a great, City autlience, of the 
services which apparently he and the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
think that I have been ablgrto render. Let me say I think I am indeed 
a fortunate person because it was my good lot to be free from all wurk, 
inasmuch as the Long Vacation commenced when the war started, and, 
fortunately for me, the services which I was anxious to render were 
accepted. I say fortunately, because there is no single person here 
present, who would not willingly have given their services, who would 
not gladly have done all that he could, whatever might be set before 
him, to help the nation. With reference to the judges it is for the 
executive to make the law which is to apply. in our own country; it 
will be for the judges in the future to interpret those laws. I hope 
that our hearte may be warmed and our pulses may be stirred as 
citizens by the news that we read in the newspapers, by the deeds of 
heroism of which, perhaps, we only get some faint indication. But we 
judges, as we go into our courts, have still to maintain that calm and 
dispassionate demeanour which will enable us in our Courts of Justice— 
never mind who it is who comes before us—to whatever country he may 
belong, whatever appeal he may make—to say in our courts that we 
have administered the law and that we have done justice. My Lord 
Mayor, I ventured to say one word to you to-day when you came before 
me to be sworn in which I will repeat here, because I feel it strongly. 
We pray that during your tenure of office it may be your fortunate 
lot to announce the final triumph of the Allied Forces. We pray even 
more fervently that it may be your good fortune to proclaim in the 
City of London the advent of a glorious peace. 

The Attorney-General said : The bar of England is always proud to 
be included in this toast. The profession of the law has contributed 
many of its most vigorous members to the forces now serving his 
Majesty, and many more are discharging special duties in preference 
to pursuing exclusively their own profession. It is my privilege to 
night, on my own behalf and on behalf of the profession, to thank the 
Sheriff for the kind way in which he proposed this toast and those 
present for the cordial manner in which it has been received. 





Obituary. 
Mr. Edgar Wilmer Walker. 


I.ast Monday's list of officers who have been killed in France included 
the name of Captain Edgar Wilmer Walker, of the 3rd East Yorkshire 
Kegiment, a son of Admiral C. F. Walker, of the Hall, Beverley. He 
was called to the bar by the Inner Temple in 1901, and practised on 
the North-Eastern Circuit. He had been a captain in the Special 
Rese rve since 1905. 


Mr. William Carter. 


Mr. William Carter, solicitor, of the firm of Messrs. Carter & Bell, 
died at Worthing on the 2nd inst., aged eighty-six. He was educate 
at the City of London School, and at the time of his death was the 
oldest member of the John Carpenter Club. Mr. Carter was admitted 
in 1853, and was a Freeman of the City of London and a member of 
the Farriers Company, having filled the Master’s Chair in 1880. - Mr. 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Institution. He 
retired from practice four years ago. 


Carter was also a member of the 





Legal News. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Frepericxk Romer and ALrrep Herpert SKAN, solicitors 
Skan), No. 4, Copthall-chambers, London, E.C. October 29 


under the same style. 

Henry MAson JACKAMAN, Henny WILLIAM MILLER 
BatLey JACKAMAN, solicitors (Jackaman, Sons, & Miller), 37, Silent 
street, Ipswich, in the county of Suffolk. August 16 


[Crazette, 


Nov. 6. 

Hanky JAMes Uripce and Witiam JoLtan 
& Hunt), 8, Pavilion-parade, in the county 
November 6. 


borough of 


[Gazetie, Nov. 10. 
-_-—_— 


Information Required. 


WILL OF THE LATE ELIZABETH DAVIDSON (Widow), of 
17, Courthope-villas, Wimbledon.—Any solicitor or other person having 
prepared or having any knowledge of same is asked kindly to commu:- | 
nicate with G. Houghton & Sons, solicitors, 63, Finsbury-pavement, E.C. 


WILLIAM JAMES NOBLE, K.C. (deceased), 
Newark, of No. 1, Paper-buildings, 


give any information regarding the preparation of any will of the 
uested to communicate at once with 
1, Spring-gardens, S.W. 


above deceased is 
Hopgood & Dowsons, 






| years 


(Romer & 
The 


said Alfred Herbert Skan will coutinue to carry on the said business 


and Henry Simon 


Hunt, solicitors (Uridge 
Brighton. 


late Recorder of | bookcase combining handsome a 
Temple.—Any person who can | 


Messrs. 


General. 


A Reuter telegram from Amsterdam, under date the 9th inst., states 
that the special edition of the Staats Courant of The Hague contains 
the declaration of the neutrality of the Netherlands in the conflict 
between Turkey and Great Britain, France, and Russia. ‘ 

Lieutenant Charles Geoffrey Hume, South Staffordshire Regiment, 
the youngest son of Mr. Edward Hume, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at- 
law, till recently one of the Conveyancing Counsel to the court, was 
killed in action on 26th October, aged twenty-four years. He 
obtained his commission in 1910, and was gazetted lieutenant in 1913. 

A civic survey of cities and towns throughout the country for guid- 
ance in town-planning is, says the 7'imes, to be undertaken in a scheme 
which originated with the recently-formed Architects’ War Committee. 
The present inactivity in many professions on account of the war is 
regarded as the opportune moment for carrying out this work, which, 
it is claimed, will be of permanent benefit to the nation. It is not to 
be limited to the architectural profession, as it is pro} d, through 
local committees, to employ draughtsmen, librarians, artists, surveyors, 
landscape gardeners, barristers, medical men, sanitary experts, and 
others. The scheme, as darwn up by the Architects’ Committee, of 
which Mr. Ernest Newton, A.R.A., is chairman, provides for the follow. 
ing groupings :—(1) Archzological (sites and buildings of architectural 
interest; use and preservation of buildings obsolete for their original 
purposes); (2) social and mie Sa and recreation grounds, 
baths, libraries, golf links, &c.); (3) educational facilities; (4) health; 
(5) trade (centres of employment, probable future extensions ; character 
of industries, wages, &c.); (6) traffic (existing facilities by railway, 
water, tramway, and roads, and probable future developments in rela- 
tion to traffic). 

The Lord Mayor, Sir Charles Johnston, on Tuesday, on taking his 
seat for the first time in that capacity in the Mansion House Justice 
Room, said he should like to say that he thought they could all con- 
gratulate themselves on the complete succese of the previous day's 
events. In passing through streets filled to repletion with a most 
orderly and good-natured crowd, he was struck with the prevailing 
look of pleasant, smiling faces, and he never saw the least sign any- 
where of inebriety. He was of opinion that this terrible war—dreadful 
as it was in consequences to their valiant forces—had already, under 
Providence, had a purifying influence on our youth, and by the out 
door exercise and regular life of soldiering and discipline they were 
doing lasting good for the future generation. - 

The Royal Commission on Public Records resumed its sittings on 
the 29th ult. Mr. Montague Sharpe, K.C. (chairman of the Middlesex 
Sessions), says the 7'imes, gave evidence in regard to the Middlesex 
Records which, he said, were brought together and deposited at 
Hick’s Hall, St. John-street, Clerkenwell, the predecessor of the 
present Clerkenwell Sessions House, in the reign of James I. In 1893 
they were removed to the Guildhall, Westminster. In the reign of 
William III., the then acting clerk of the peace, Mr. Harcourt, removed 
the records to ‘‘ his country house in Holborne,”’ and he was only 
induced to return them by repeated and peremptory orders of the 
court. During the recent removal of the records from temporary 
quarters during the building of the new Guildhall, it was found that 
the documents filled fifty pantechnicon vans, and weighed 100 tons. 
Sir Laurence Gomme, Clerk of the London County Council, said thet 
the rolls in the possession of the Council began from the year 1304, 
and were complete down to the year 1887, except those relating to th 
1443 to 1447. The latter, however, were advertised for sale 
| in a bookseller’s catalogue, and the Council took the opportunity of 

purphasing them. One of the volumes of the records not yet pub 
| lished contained entries which had proved useful in establishing th 
| site of the Globe Theatre of Shakespeare's time. 

Mr. Sidney Webb, in giving evidence on the 30th ult., said that fer 
| people seemed alive to the desirability of the preservation and bringing 
| to Jight of parish records other than the registers of baptisms, burials 

and marriages. Not infrequently those who ought to have been th 
custodians could produce nothing older than the nineteenth century. 
Those parish records of all ages from the fourteenth to the twentieth 
century contained information of the greatest historical value, and thef 
were absolutely indispensable for any systematic study of economit 
| and social history.. Even if each parish had a few scraps only, th 
aggregate for 10,000 parishes was considerable. At present that hug 
store must be, in literally thousands of parishes, fast passing away. 
He suggested that the Commission should inquire what steps, if any, 
had been taken since 1894 in pursuance of the power contained i 
section 17 (8) of the Local Government Act of that year. 








Herninc, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers # 
| several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announé 
| that. they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of. ptt 

perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices : 
| Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, 8.W. Telephone : City 37; 
Streatham 130.—(Advt.) 








| Members of the legal profession who are not already familiar wit! 
| the Oxford’ Sectional Bookcase are invited to look into the merits of 
ppearance, high-class workmanship, 

moderate cost, The ‘‘ Oxford” is probably the only dust-proof 
| bookcase obtuiriable.. An extremely interesting booklet containing i 
| trations and priges may be obtained, post free, from the manufacture 
| William Baker & Co., The Model Factory, Oxford.—(Advt.) 
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Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
EMERGENCY APPEAL CoURT Mr. Justice 
Rova. J . 


o 1 
Mr. Bloram Mr. Synge 
Jolly : Borrer 
Greswell Jolly 
Leach Bloxam 
Borrer Goldschmidt 
Goldschmidt 


Farmer 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Eve. SARGANT. 


ASTBURY. 
Mr. Gokischmidt Mr. Leach Mr. Jolly 
Goldschmidt Greswel! 
Church Borrer 
Greswell Synge 
Jolly Farmer 
Borrer Bloxam 


Mr. Justice 
W ARRINGTON 


Farmer 
Church 
Synge 
Mr. Justice 
NEVILLE. 
Mr. Greswell 
Church Bloxam 
Farmer 
Church 
Greswell 
Leach 


Borrer 
Synge 
Jolly 








The Property Mart. 


November 19.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & CRANFIELD, at the Mart: 
sions, Life Policies, &c. (see advertisement, back page, this week). 


Absolute Rever- 








Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loarrep rm Omanorrr. 
Lendon Gazette.—TUESDAY, Nov. 3. 


CuaRies J. FoRwARD & Son we meh Ltp.—Creditors are required forthwith to send their 

names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to H. Hackett, 
44, Bedford row, liq 

Basar FINKLER & Co, Ltp. —Creditors are required, on or before Nov 20, to send their 
names and and the lcnlars of their debts or claims, to Arthur F. 
Ww and Geo. Ballard, 4B, Fredericks’ place, Old Jewry, joint liquidators. 

J4G0 & MBLHUISH, LTD. —Creditors are required, on or before Nov. 3), to send their 

and the particulars of their 


Lames Tesses, debts or claims, to Cedric 
Percy Type, 87-89, Edmund st, Birmingham, liquidator. 
Kren poe re Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov. 30, to send their 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Collison 

Tating Parsons, 120, Colmore row, Birmingham, liquidator. 

Wisons (Woxurn) Lp.—Creditors are required,.on or before Nov. 3, to send the'r 
names and addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, to Ernest Hemi ng 
Fletcher, Bank chmbrs, Yeovil, liquidator. 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—FRipayY, Nov. 6. 
TYRE AND RuBBER Ltrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov. 
their names and the particulars of their debts or 
Mr. John Collier, 4, Chapel walks, Manchester, liquidator. 

DICATR, a are required on or before Dec 1, to send in their 

addresses, wi Wwe of their debts or claims, to Llewellyn Johu 

89-90, chaneaey In, liquidator. 

General CuT om AND FOLIAGE Co, LTD.—Creditors are rec uired, on or before 
Jan 30, to send im their names and with particulars of their debts or clamns, 
to Hogh Cardinal Harford, 61, Col st, liquidat 

Hiatt anp Juz, Lt. ee, uirei, on or before Nav 30, to send in their 

and ad and full culars of their debts or claims, to Fred- 
erick William 7, Walbrook, liqui (ator. 

MOSSHRY SPINNING My Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dc 5, to send their 
names and addresses, the particulars of their debts or claims, to Freder'ck 
Norman Heathorn, and James Arthur Hincliffe, joint liquidators, care of the Mosshey 

Spioning Co, Ltd., Mosshey Mill, Shaw. 





} 
| 


Durham, 8" 


| 
| ASHMAN, Sir HERREET, Bt, 


Cur Cats PusLisHive Co, L1p.—Creditors are ee d, on or before Nov , to et 0, to send 
particulars of their delts or claims, to W. F. Ta) lor, 65, Chancery In, liquidator. 
EE-INFORCED CONCRETE FENCE Posts ¢ 0, Lrp.- Creditors are aopey on or before 
Nov. 28, te send !n their nsmes and ad¢ressee, and the particulars of their debis or 
claims, to Albert Fdward Tilley, Staple inn, Holborn, liquidator. 
Rvuesy CeaAL AND COKE Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec. 2, to rend 
their names and addresses, ard th: particulars of their dc bts ard clams, to Mr. Row- 
land Chesterficld, 15, ‘ hurch et, Rugby, I'quidstor. 
WS W. CHURCHILL & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 
their names and sddresss, and the partioulers of their debts or claims, 
James Walker, 5, Castle st, Liverpool, liquidator, 


28, to send 
to Ernett 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—TU¥FSDAY, Nov. 3. 


Albion Record Co, Ltd, 

Wilsons (Woburn), Ltd, 

Hiatt & Juzi, Lid, 

Wood's Supply Stores, Ltd. 

Western Engineering Co, (1.td.), Bristol 
Anglo-German Publishing Co, Ltd. 
Sprinkler Co, Ltd 

Mawcehi Tin and Wolfram Mines, Ltd. 
Blaenlechan Constitutional Club Co, Ltd 
Waverley Steam Fishing (Grimsby), Lid 


ith & Co, Ltd 

William Derry & Son, Ltd 

Hey Spinning Co, Ltd. 

J. Cameron & Sons, Lid 

Metallurgique, Ltd 

F rd & Galioway, Ltd. 

Lancashire Rubber Works, Ltd 

Leeds New Station Railway 
Coffee Tavern Co, Ltd 

M.N. Margerison & Son, Ltd 


Servants 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last DAY oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—TCURSDAY, Nov. 3. 


Stoke Bishop, Bristol Dec 15 Barry & Harris, Bristol 

BENSON, SAMUERL HERBERT, Sydenhamhil Jant Topham, Borough Hixh st 

BROADHURST RUEBEN, sen, Stockport Novl4 Smith & Brooks, St ekport 

BuRT LAURA HeLey Kyyvertr, Hove, Sussex Dec 5 Cockbura & Co, Hove 

CAIN, BENJAMIN, Bootle, Lancs, Butcher Nov 80 Quinn & Uo, Liverpool 

CHAPPELL, Hakky, Lower Broughton, Salford Decl Doughty & Fraser, 
chester 

COVERLEY, JAMES STEWART, Penmaenmawr, 
Bangor 

Davies, JAMEY, Bedford Dec 3 

DILLON, ELIZABETH, West Green rd, Tottenham Dec7 Lander, Chancery In 

Fo.ey, PATRICK JAMES, Lewisham Pa:k Dec 3 Storer, High Holborn 

GREENWOOD, FREDERICK, Chesterficld, Derby Dec 19 Gratton, Chesterfield 

HAYWOOD, WILFORD, Sheffield, Grocer Dec 14 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

HgATON, ELIAS Vosk, Pemberton, Wigan, Grocer Nov 28 Farlow & Co, Wigan 

HOLMES, CAROLINE, Sutton, Surrey Nov 30 Spencer & Co, Queen st 

Horrocks, Rosert, Blackpool Dec 8 Boote & Co, Manchester 

HOULT, THOMAS FEARY, Quorn, Leicester Dec 4 Stevenson & Son, Leicester 

HOWDEN, ALEXANDER, Lindfield, Sussex Dec 14 Loughborough & Co, Austin Friars 

HOWELL, HELENA MARY, Waterloo, pr Liverpool Dee 30 Houstoun, Duchy of Lancaster 
Olle 

JENKINSON, MARY ANN, Miles P.atting, Manchester Dec 7 Banks & Co, Blackpool 

JONES, ROBERT, Birkenhead Dec 31 Jones & Rees, Liverpoul 

LONSDALE, HARRIETT, Moss Side, Manchester Dec 15 Sale & Co, Manchester 

PLACE, HENRY JOHNSTON, Felixstowe Dec2 Kennedy, Biluter sq bidgs 

POOLEY, CAROLINE, Wallasey, Chester Dec 4 Bartley & Co, Liverpool 

Power, JAMES FERGUSON, Manchester, Lead and Glass Merchant 
Manchester 

PRIOR, JONATHAN CHARLES, 
Edmund's 

ROBINSON, STEPHEN, Stockport, 

SEDDON, ELLEN, Hull Dee 21 

SHRUBSOLE, SARAH ALICIA ELIZA, 
Queen Annes gate 

SMITH, Epoar, Testerton 
Norwich 

STRARNS, JosEPH PHILLIPS, Copthall ct Decl Weir & Co, London wa'l 

SYDENHAM, Sypnuy, Bath Deel Timmins & Timnrins, Bath 

TURRtLL, HENRY WILLIAM, Great Yarmouth, Ship Broker 
Great Yarmouth 

WILLSON, NATHANIEL, Littleport, Cambridge, Farmer 

WILSON, FREDERICK ARTHUR, Frintouon Sea, Estex 
at pl 


Man- 


Carnarvon, Architect Dee 19 Jones 


Veasey, Baldock. Herts 


Dec 29 Ogden, 


Ousden, Suffolk Nov30 Partridge& Wikon, Bury St, 


Accountant Novi3 Lake & Co, Stockport 


Davis, Hull 
Kingston upon 


Thames Decl5 Nicholson & Co, 


Hall, nr Fakenham, Norfolk, Farmer Dec 4 Blyth, 


Nov 30 Worship & Co 


Hall & Campbell, Ely 
Regge & Ackroyd, Broad 


Deo I 
Dee 10 


— —— eee — 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOORGATE STHEET, LOWDPDownm, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICHNSING MATTERB. 
Upwards of 730 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Clauses for insertion ia Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent oa 


POOLING INSURANCE. 

The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 

APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 





66 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. Nov. 14, 1914. 








Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette—TURSDAY, Nov. 3. 
RECTIVING ORDERS. 


ASHLEY, STEPHEN, Whitwell, Derby, Bailder 
Pet Oct 8t Ord Oct 31 

BERRY, SAMUEL, and Gronce Henry KNIONT Crit, 
Rradford, Drapers Bratford Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 2) 

Curster, CHARLES Epwarp. Southampton, Mortgage, &c, 
Breker Southampton Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 29 

COLBOURNE ARTHUR GroRGR, Lincing, Sussex, 
Brighton Pet (ct 29 Ord Oct 29 

Davies, Isaac, Brynmawr, Brecons, 
Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 

DONALD. ARCHIBALD MILNE, West. Hartlepoo!, Seaman's 
Outfitter Sunder'and Pet Oct 28 Ord Oct 28 

DRAPER, WILLIAM, Kiddermin-ter, Labourer Kidder- 
minster Pet (ct 27 Ord Oct 27 

GARNER, WILLIAM. Glenfield, Leicester, Corn Merchant 
Leicester Pit Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 

Horren, Epwarp, Edith villa’, West Kensineton, Mining 
Engineer High Court Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 20 

KersaawW, JouN, Droylaten, Lincs, Cotton Doubler 
Ashton under Lyne Pet Oct 81 Ord Oct 31 

LANTAF?. SAMURL, and Anrnun JAMEes Braws, Rushden, 
Nor'hampton, Carriers Northampton Pet Oct £9 
Ord Oct 29 

Lowes, WILLIAM JonN, Sedgefie! d, a. Drag Store 
Proprietor Stockton on Tees Pet Oct °S Ord Oct 28 

READ, FREDERICK, Amersham, Bucks, Hotel 
Aylesbury Petoct 30 Ord Oct 39 

READING, ALFRED, Southsea, Hants, 
Portsmouth Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 90 

Roperts, Jenn D:svip, Barton under Needwood, Staff-, 
Cycle Agent Barton on Trent Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 

BOOTHILL, HARRY. Horsforth, Yorks, Grocer Bradford 
Pet Oct 279 Ord Oct 20 

ATEINAERG, ARTHUR, Didsbury, Manchester, Dealer in 
Works of Art Manchrster Pet %t30 Ord Oct 20 

Terr, Jacon. Whitechapel rd. Boot Manufacturer High 
Court Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 29 

Tor, 8 A, Birmingham, Butcher 
14 Ord Oct 2 

WARDELL, MATTHEW PRARSON, Seerbereng, Butcher 
Scarborough Pet Nov 2 Ord Nov2 


FIRST MERTINGS. 
Baker, Ronee. Bristol, Fish Dealer 
Off Rec, 2%, Baldwin st, Bristol 
BERRY, SAMUEL, and Grornock Henry KyNicur GILL, 
Bradford, Drapers Nov 13 at 3 (ff Rec, 12, Duke 
st, Bradford 
BLENKINSUP, THOMAS BRACK, Newbottle, Dorham Joiner, 
Nov ll at 2.30 Off Rec, 3. Manor p', Sunderland 
CHESTER, CHARLES EPWARD, Southam-~ton, Mo 
&c., Broker Nov 11 at 12 OT Rec, Midland nk 
chmbrs, High st, Southampton 
CoLBOURNE, ARTHUR GoRGE, Lancing, Sussex, Grocer 
Nov 11 at 11.30 Of Ree, 124, Marlborough pl, 
Brighton 
DONALD, ARCHIBALD MILNE, West Hart'epoo!, Seamen's 
Outfitter Nov 11 at 2 Off Rec, 3, Manor pi, Sunder- 
Ia 


Sheffield 


Grocer 


Grocer Tredgar 


Keeper 


Coach Builder 


Birmingham Pet Oct 


Nov 11 at 11.380 


nd 

Draven, WILLTAM, Kidderminster, Labourer Nov 15 at 8 
Lion Hotel, Kidderminster 

ENGLAND, Witttam Jon, Okehampton, Licensed 
Victualler Nov 12 at 4 White Hart Hotel, Oke. 
hampton 

Evans, Geornor HAMBLETT, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, 
Butcher Nov i2ati2.30 Raskin chmbrs, 191, Corpora- 
tion *t, Birmingham 

FaRMER, THOMAS, Pontycymmer, Glam, Frulterer Nov 11 
at 3 Off Rec. 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Piety, Joszen, Birmingham, Provision Merchant Nov 
12 at 12 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birm- 


Nov 11 at 


ingham 
Frovups, Frank, Beaconsfield, Bucks, Builder 
12 Off Kec, 1, St Aldate st, Oxford 
GARVER. WILLIAM, Glenfield, Leicester, Corn Merchant 


Of Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Horppxur, EDWARD, Edith villas, West Kens'ngton, Mining 
Engineer Nov ilati2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carew st 
Loom, HERBERT WILLIAM, Leverington, Cambridge, Fruit 
Grower Novil atl Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Parry, Morea’, Gwonws, Cardigan Nov 13 at 1.30 4, 
Baker at, Aberystwyth 
ourey, WILLIAM JouN, St George, Bristol, Tallor Nov 11 
11.46 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
SoormILL HARRY, Horsforth, Yerks, Grocer Nov 11 at 11 
Off Ree, 12, Duke st, Bradford 
Sfavens, RSGINALD, Sheffield, Commercial Traveller 
Nov10 at 11.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
STREpWwick, Fanny Kats, Hellingly, Sussex Nov 10 at 
2.39 Off Rec, 124, Marlborough pl, Brighton 
Terr, Jacos, Whitechapel! rd, Bo t Manufacturer Nov 11 
at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Walker, Horace, Nottingham, Biker Nov 11 at 11 
Uff Ree, 4. Castle p', Park st, Nottingham 
WARDELL, MatTTuew PARSON, Scarborough, Batcher 
Nov 10at4.30 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 
Whricnt, Sipyer CHARLES, Luton, Beds, Straw Hat 
Manufactarer Nov 13 at 12 Chamber of Commerce, 
29, King st, Laten 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Oct 27: 
NAsow, James, Bishops Itchington, Warwick, Farmer 
Nov8atill Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
ASHLEY, Sterpnex, Whitwell, Derby, Sheffield 
Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 31 
BEsRY, SAMUEL, and Grornck Henry Kyiost Gm, 
Bradford, Drapers Bradford Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 
Davins, Isaac, Bryamawr, Brecom, Grocer Tredegar 
A Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 
DON LD, ARCHIBALD MILNE, West Hartlepool 
Qutfitter Sanderland Pet Oct 28 Ord Oct 


Nov 10 at 11.30 


Builder 


Seamen's 
23 





Draper, WILLIAM, Kidderminster > Sgheune Kidder- 
minster Pet Oct 27 Ord Oct 27 

GARNER, WILLIAM, Glenfield, Leicester, Corn Merchint 
Leicester Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 

HENNING, ALBERT, Snaresbrook, Essex, Chemical Manu 
facturer High Court Pet May 27 Ord Oct 3 

Hopper, Epwarp, Edith villas. West Kensington 
Mining Engineer High Court Pet Oct 29 Ord 
Oct 29 

LANTAFYP, SAMUEL, and ARTHUR JAMES BRAWS. Rushden 
Northampton, Carriers Northampton Pet Oct 29 
Ord Oct 29 

Lock, HERBERT 
Fruit Grower 
Oct 29 

Lowes, WILLIAM JonN, Sedgefield, 
Store Proprietor Stockton on Tees 
Oct 28 

PARRY, Morgan, Gwnnws, Aberystwyth, 
Pet Sept 21 Ord Oct 30 

READ, FREDERICK, Amersham, Bucks, Hotel 
Ay'esbury Pet Oct 30 Ord Oct 30 

RopErTs, JonN DAYID, Barton under Needwood, Stas. 
Cycle Agent Burtono Trent Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 

Simm, THOMAS, Swans a, Metal Merchant Swansea Pe 
Oct 16 Ord Oct 2 

SOOTHILL, Harry, Horsforth, Bradford 
Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 

STEINBERG, ARTHUR. Diisbery, Manchester, Dealer in 
Works of Art Manchester Pet Oct 30 Ord Oct 30 

STREDWICK, FANNY Karts, Hellingly, Sussex Lewes Pet 
Ot 28 Ord Oct 31 

Trary, Jacos, Whitechspeird, Boot Manufacturer High 
Court Pet Oct13 Ord Oct 31 

TOY, HERBERT AvsTIN, Birmingham, Butcher Birming- 
ham Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 3! 

WARDELL, MATTHEW PEARSON, Scarborough, Butch-r 
Scarborough Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 2 

Wark, Joun Gotper, and EVANGELI PAUL METAXA 
Clements In, Bil! Brokers High Court Pet Sept 3 
Ord Oct 2 

Woop, Groner, 


Leverington, (C imbridge 


WILLI'M, 
Lyon Pet Oct 23 Ord 


King's 


Durham, Drug 
Pet Oct 28 Or. 


Cardiganshire 


Keeper 


Yorks, Grocer 


SAMURL Woop, and Harry Woop, 
Oldbury, Worerster, Brick Manufacturers West 
Bromwich Pet Oct 26 Ord Oct 29 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


BUTLER, Hon EDMUND SOMERSET, Park st, Grosvenor sq 
High (ourt Adjad Febli Annul Oct 26 


London Gazette.— FRIDAY, Nov. 6. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


THOMAS, Weston super Mare, 
Bridgwater Pet Nov3 Ord N 
Stretford, Manc hasten *pullder 
Ord Nov 8 
Exeter Pet 


Cornstx, Josern, Andover, Hants, 
Salisbury Pet Sept 29 Ord Nov3s 

DYER, RopertT WHITEHEAD, Blakeney, 
Grocer Gloucester Pet Nov 4 Ord Nové 

EMERY, CHARLES HOLLAND, Sutton Coldfield, 
Birmingham Pet Oct 5 Ord Nov 4 

EXTALL, WILUIAM, Arnold, Notts Nottingham 
Nov 2 Ord Nov 2 


BAKER, ee and 
‘orator, 
BILLSBOROUGH, THOMAS, 
Salford Pet Oct 20 
CARR, HARRIETT, Exeter 
O31 


Oct 31 Ord 


Coal Merchant 


Glos, 
Clerk 
Pet 


Farmer 


Derby, Coal Dealer 


FovuLps, JosrrH, Scunthorpe, Baker Great Grimshy Pet 
Nov 2 Ord Nov 2 

Gorts, CHARLES WILLIAM, Heacham, Norfo'k, Baker 
King’s Lynn Pet Nov 8 Ord Nov 3 

HAYWARD, ROBERT ARTHUR, Stre'ford, Manchester, 
Secretary Salford Pet Oct 16 Ord Nov 3 

Lexyon, J W, Berkeley mans, Seymour st, Dealer in 
Mining Properties High Court Pet June 4 Ord 
Nov 2 

LOVELL, WILLIAM Grorocr Goprrey, London Fields, 
Butcher High Court Pet Nevg Ord Nov3 

Matrurws, Tsomas, jun., Blackburn. Tesxicab Pro. 
prietor Blackburn Pet Nov2 Ord Nov? 

MORTON, SIMEON, Somertun, Somerset, Iropmonger Yeovil 
Pet Nov2 2 Ord Nov? 

PARKER, JOHN GroraE, Crook, Durham, General Dealer 
Durham Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 4 

PINKNEY, Francis, Hackness, Yorks, Scar 
borough Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 4 

RAYE, DANIEL O'CONNELL, Roland gdns Sigh Court 
Pet Nov 3 Ord Nov 3 

ROLUINSON, FREDERICK, Ilkeston, 
Derby Pet Nov 2 Ord Nov 2 

SILKR, Victor. A, Combwich, nr Bridgwater, Grocer and 
Baker Bridgwater Pet Oct 19 (rd Nov 4 

SLATER, RapFORD, Farnah Green, nr Belper, Derby, Far- 
mer Derby Pet Oct 71 Ord Oct 31 

THORNTON, EDWARD, Marlingford, Norfolk Norwich Pet 
Nov4 Ord Nov 4 

THORP, ons ANN, Sneinton, Notts Derby Pet Oct 31 

Ord 


Ord Oct 
— Tony, Torquay, Baker Exeter Pet Nov3 


WInDLE, Reema Moopy, Everton, Nottingham, Farmer 
LineoIn Pet Nov 2 Ord Nov 2 
WINTER, JOSEPH ARTHUR, Great Grimsby, Grocer 
rimsby Pet Nov’ Ord Nov 3 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


CARR, HARRIETT, Exeter Nov l6at 3 Off Rec, 9, Bedford 
cir, Exeter 

Davres, Isaac, Brynmawr, Brecknockshire,Grocer Nov 13 
atll Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

James, JANS, Cheltenham Nov 14 at 3.80 County Court 
bidgs, Cheltenham 

Jonzgs, Joun, Wretham, Tailor Nov 16 at 12 

mans, mour st, Dealer in 


chmbrs, Chester 
16 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


LENNOK, Ww, ee J 
Mining Properties Nov 
at 
LOVELL, WILLIAM Grornce GoprrEy, London Fie ds, 
Butcher Nov16 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Great 


Crypt 





MoegToN, SIMEON, Somerton, Somerset, Ironmonger Noy 
17 at 12.45 Off Ree, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salig. 


bury ; 

Paagen, MACKWORTH PRARD, and FREDERICK THomgg 
BULTERL, Plymouth, Bankers Nov 17 at 29 © 
Assemb'y Rooms, Royal Ho'el, Plymouth 

RAY®, DANIEL O'CONNELL, Roland gdns Nov 18 at 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SLATER, Raprorp, Farisah Green, nr Belper, De 
Farmer Nov i3 at 11.30 Off Res, 12, >t P 
churchyard, Derby 

Tor Hexesrr AvustTiIx, Birmingham, Butcher Nov it 
at 11.30 Ruskin cbmbre, 191, Corporafion st, Pig 
mingham 

TORNER, JOHN, Torquay, Baker Nov 18 at 11.30 of 
Rec, 9, Bedford cir, Exeter 

WINDLE, RICHARD Moopy, Everton, Notts, Farmer Nog 
Wati2 Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 

Woop, Ggorer, SAMUEL Woop, and Harry Woop, ( 
bury, Worcester, Brick Manufacturers Nov 13 
11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birming 

ham 

ADJUDICATIONS. 


BAKER, THOMAS, Weston — mare, Ballder Bridge 
water Pet Nov3 Ord Nov3 
Carr, HARRIETT, Exeter Exeter Pet Oct 81 On 

Oct 31 
CaTLine, COARLES JosEPH, East Indisav High Court 
Pct May 21 Ord Nov 2 
Dyer, RowERT WHITEHEAD, Blakeney, Glos, 
Gioucester Pet Nouv 4 Ord Nov 4 
EXTALL, WILLIAM. Arnold, Notts Nottingham Pet 
Nov2 Ord Nov2 
FOULDS, JosEPH, Scunthorpe, Baker Great Grimsby Pet 
Nov 2 Ord Nov 2 b 
Gorts, CHARLES WHLLIAM, Heacham, Norfolk, Bak@ 
King’s Lynn Pet Nov3 Ord Nov3 
Lovaut. WILLIAM Gtoroe GopPazr, London Fields 
Butcher HighCourt Pet Nov3 Ord Nov 3 
MATTHEWS. THOMAS, jun, Blackburn, Taxi-cab Proprietor 
Blackburn Pet Nov 2 Ord Nov 2 
MORTON, SIMEON, Somerton, Somerset, Ironmonger Yow 
vil Pet Nuv2 Ord Nov2 
PARKER, Joun GrorGs, Crook, Durham, General Dealer 
Pet Nov 4 Ord Nové 
JouN CHARLES, Hatton gdn, Colonial 
pper High Court Pet July 20 Ord Nové 
PICKNEY, FRANCIS, Hackness. _— Scare 
bora ugh Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 
READING, ALPRED, Southsea, Coachbutlder Portsmouth 
Pet Oct 15 Ord Nov 2 
ROLLINSON, FREDERICK, Ilkeston, Derby, Coal Dealer 
Derby Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 2 
Norwich 


THORNTON, EDWARD, y mene Norfolk 
Pet Nov 4 Ord Nov 
THORPE, 8: SARAH ANN, Sneinton, Notts Derby Pet Oct sf 
t 31 
Ts TomM, Torquay, Baker Exeter Pet Nov3 Ord 
WINDLE, RICHARD Moopr, Rverton, Notts, Farmer Lind 
co'n Pet Nov2 Ord Nov? 


WINTER, JOSEPH ARTHOR, Great Grimsby, Grocer Crests 
Grimsby Pet Nov3 Ord Nov 3 


Amended Notice substituted for that ra in the 
London Gazette of Oct 27 


GiLForD. Hopert ERNRsT ym 
Croydon Pet May 23 Ord Oct 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Nov, 10. 


BARNETT, CHARLES ALFRED, Bishopagate, Confect‘onéf 
High Court Pet Sept 18 Ord Nov 5 

Bray, GeorcR Ropert, Add f* Bow, Chemist 
High Court Pet Novy5 Ord 

CARTER, CHARLES WYCLIFFE, Nethcravon, Wiits, Drape 
Ba’ Pet Nov6 Ord Nové 


Grocer 


Farmer 


ous, Architects 


y Nov 6 

I MANUBL, JOSEPH, Lynette av, Balham High Court Pe 
Nov5 Ord Nov5 

Forster, JOHN MARKS, soot, Commis fon Agent Leeds” 
Pet NovS Ord Nov5 

FRANKEL, A. & Co, Bridgewater sq, Barbican High Coart 
Pet Oct 1 Ord N 

GoLpmMaN, HYMAN, Choriton-cn-Medilock, Manchestef, 
Master Tailor Manchester Pet Nov5 Ord Novo 

es - THomMas WILLIAM, Bulwell, N 

Nottingham Pet Nov 6 Ord Nové 

James DANIEL, B ton, Hotel M:inagit 

righton Pet Juiy $1 Ord Nov 

meat WILLIAM JAME-, Lu om, Westmorland, Farmet » 
Kendal Pet Nov7 Ord 

Jessop, FREDERICK Cc aanee, re Ord Welly 
Fruiterer 1 unbridge Wells Pet Nov 6 ao oa 

——, WILLIAM, Talbot, Glam, 
Pet Oct19 Ord Nov 5 

Noakes, ALBERT ARTHUR, East Ham, Essex Provisiol 
Dealer High Court Pet Oct 20 Ord Nov5 

PFANDER, PAUL, Buxton, Confectioner Stockport Pa 
NovS5 Ord Novi 

PIcKLEs, J , Trawden, nr Colne, Lancs Burnley Pet 0 


22 Ord Nov5 

Rorg, CHARLES Lockwoop, Bekewel, Derby, Farm@ 
Burnley Pet Oct 23 Ord Nov 

— oa, Lichfield, Boot Maker Walsall Pet Not 

Ord Nov 6 

eueens, Joun HENRY, Powburn, Durham, Grocer D 
ham Pet Nov5 Ord Nov5 

Woops, Evwarp, Edmonton, Baker High Court 
Oct 1 Ord Nows5 


ORDER ANNULLING, REVOKING, OR RESCIND 
ORDER. 


oumrin 


MuNNS, Lesire C. Keston, Kent (Croydon Rec 


Nov 18, 1913 Res Oct 22 





Dealer 
orwich 
Oct SF 
3 On 
r 


Ceats 


n the 


rchitec 


Surgeo® 
urt Pe 
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Nov > 
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